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PEBFACE. 



It is the part of trae wisdom in the ser- 
vant of Jesus, to improve certain great and 
rare opportunities for the advancement of the 
truth in the community of mind. When 
from a highly respected and influential source 
in the popular favor, there comes out a start- 
ling expose of the painful deficiency of the 
popular creeds, their utter unfitness to satisfy 
the highest wants of the human soul, and 
the holiest aspirations of the Christian 
spirit, — then may he who has received the 
Gospel in all its soul-satisfying fulness, 
put in his labors with hopes of marked 
success, to lead the soul that feels its 
wants, to the Fountain of ftill supplies. 

Such is the circumstance which has 
called forth the labor of the following 
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pages. ^The Conflict of Ages/' is a 
remarkable production, which will attract 
much attention to the difficulties which it 
exposes. It lays open to public view the 
irreconcilable opposition of the essential 
doctrines of ^ Orthodox " theology to the 
universally acknowledged perfections of the 
Deity, and the writhings, and contortions, 
and agonies of soul, which the author, 
together with thousands of other Chris- 
tian men has suffered, from a realizing 
sense of this opposition, being yet holden 
by the bands of the torturous dogmas. 
And in his manly effort, which he has at 
length taken the liberty to put forth, 
to cast off the slavish dogmas, our learned 
author has presented the moral argument^ 
with a directness and force which can- 
not fail to annihilate the endless-mise- 
rian theology in toto, and establish the doc- 
trine of God's universal Paternity, and the 
issue of his government in ultimate univeiv 
sal good. Yet he is not prepared to accept 
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lie result. He leads up the mind of his 
readers to the very gate of the beautiful city, 
where all people shall be gathered together 
in one in Christ ; the city whose walls are 
salvation, whose canopy is a halo of glory, 
and all the air is love, — but the view is 
so glorious that he cannot steadfastly look 
upon it. The light which would dissipate 
all his darkness, and annihilate all his dif- 
ficulties, he shrinks from, and turns and 
digs down into the hades of the past, just 
to hide his difficulties in the deep shadow of 
mystery. This expedient of our author the 
reader will understand, as he makes pro- 
gress in the perusal of our Review. 

This is the attitude of affairs which has 
excited our sympathies, and moved our hand 
to the work of aiding our author, and per- 
haps thousands of his readers, to follow 
out his faultless arguments, to hold fast the 
good he has proved, to perfect their eman- 
cipation from the thraldom of dogmas which 
war against honor and right, and to rise 
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iato that system of harmony and love 
wherein is ^joy unspeakable and full of 
glory/* 

This Review has just been published in 
numbers in the Christian Freeman and Family 
Visiter, and is now published in book form in 
compliance witii the request of many friends. 
The following extract of a letter from Rev. 
Elmer Hewitt^ if we substitute the word 
book for, pamphlet, expresses the view 
which has generally been expressed by 
applicants for the re-publication. 

^I am greatly pleased with your ^Review 
"of Dr. Edward Beecher.' I hope when 
"you have said all you intend touching 
" his late work, you will publish it in pamph- 
"let form for geueral circulation. I speak 
" my own mind when I utter the sentiment, 
"that in this form it would accomplish 
'' an amount of good that scarcely any other 
"work could accomplisL It would be just 
" the book for the times." 

We have added, in this work, a few 
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remarks, and quotations from eminent " Or- 
thodox " writers ; and to preserve the same 
division into parts which occurred in the 
successive numbers in the Christian Freeman^ 
we have here distinguished them by the 
title of Letters. In this form we now send 
them forth, on their mission of good, in the 
spirit and the hope which are breathed in 
the following beautifiil expression, with 
which Dr. Beecher closes the ^^ Dedication ^ 
of his « Conflict of Ages :" 

"May He, therefore, guide you into aU 
" truth, till the light of the moon shall be 
"as the light of the sun, and the light of 
"the sun shall be seven-fold, as the light 
"of seven days; till the watchmen shall 
" see eye to eye, and together lift up 
"the voice and sing, "v^hen the Lord shall 
"turn back the captivity of his people, 
" and cause all the nations of the ea?th 
" to rejoice in his salvatipn." 
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LETTER L 

Tte Moral Argument — Sound in principle — lu' 
genuoiLsly and forcibly stated — Resting upon 
an eternal basis. 

The Conflict of Ages is the title of a book just 
put forth, from the pen of a prominent member of 
the remarkable family of Beeehers. These Beech- 
ers are all in the habit of thinking and speaking 
with a degree of freedom not usual, or quite agree- 
able, to the Calvinistic sect to which they belong. 
Henry Ward, the youngest, has caused much anxi- 
ety in the fraternity by his free expressions of liberal 
and common sense principles ; and Charles has 
astonished not a few by his bold and independent 
report in favor of the reaUty of Spiritual interpo- 
<sition in some of the late and current phenomena. 

And now Edward has done a work in advance 
of them all. This book is a bold and startling pro- 
duction ; startling, we mean, as it must be, to the 
flo called Orthodox sects, some of theessential prin- 
ciples of whose creeds he exposes and annihilate* 
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with a master hand^ And though he does not di- 
rectly attack all the distinguishing doctrines of the 
Endless-miserian School, yet he estabhshes prin- 
ciples which sweep with the besom of destruction 
all that is peculiar to that school in all its branches* 
In explaining the reason of the stubborn conflict 
of ages, and establishing the basis of the prc^osed 
reconciUatioUy Dr* Beecher asserts and maintains 
the principles of hgnor and ri^ht in God, and the 
God given^ innate perception and judgment of these 
principles in the human mind* The habit of ascrib- 
ing principles and acts to God which shock the 
moral sense, the principles of honor, benevolence 
and ri^t in man, ^d then striking dumb those 
principles by the qry of sovereignty and mystery, 
the Doctor repudiates as insulting to God and per- 
nicious to man. He maintains that God has im- 
planted the perception of these principles of honor 
and right in the moral constitution of man, and that 
he appeals to this moral sense of his intelligent 
creatures in all cases of controversy with them, in 
justification of his doings. And he shows that the 
chief occasion of the continuous conflict among 
good minds in Christenedom, throughout all the^ 
ages of the Christian era, is the opposition of pop- 
ular doctrines to this principle of honor and right. 
On this subject our author says, p. 19 : 
" This is, as has been said, a full development 
'^ of the honor, righteousness and benevolence of 
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" God towards his sinful creatures, so as, in the 
" first place, to free him from the charge of dis- 
** honorably causing their ruin, and then to exhibit 
" him as earnestly and benevolently engaged in ef- 
** forts, through Christ, for their salvation when 
" lost, so that he can truly say, * Thou has des- 
" troyed thyself, but in me is thy help !' 

" The elements of this great moving power of 
*' Christianity are to be derived from those natural 
"judgments, concerning the principles of honor 
" and right, which God has made the human mind 
" to form with intuitive certainty, and which he 
" designed to be a divine disclosure to us of the 
** principles by which he regulates his oVn con- 
<* duct." 

Again he argues, pp. 27, 28 : 

" How could we ever correctly judge of the 
*' honor or rectitude of his conduct, if the standard 
*' of honor and rectitude revealed by him, in the 
" structure of our minds, did not agree with his 
** own standard on the sam^ points ? Such a state 
" of things would lay the foundation of necessary 
" and eternal discord between liim and us, and 
" that on the most important of all practical ques- 
" tions. We must therefore of necessity assume, 
" not only that there are judgments concerning 
" honor and right which God has made the human 
" mind to form with intuitive certainty, but that 
** they are common to God and man. This is a 
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" fundamental doctrine of the Bible. To test any 
" alleged acts of God by such principles, is not 
" improper rationalizing. God not only authorizes, 
** but even enjoins it as a sacred duty. To this 
" point I call special attention. 

" It is no less plain, that whatever these princi- 
" pies are, their authority is supreme. No consid- 
" erations of mere expediency or policy, whether 
" individual or general, if opposed to them, ought 
" to have any force ; nor with God can they have 
" any force. Though there is above him neither 
" judge nor judgment to which he is responsible, 
" yet he has, in his own mind, an eternal and im- 
" mutable law of honor and right which he cannot 
" disregard, and he is his own omniscient judge. 
" Should he not follow his own convictions of honor 
" and of right, he could not retain his own self- 
** respect, but would experience infinite condemna- 
" tion and remorse ; he would be the most misera- 
" ble being in the universe. It is, therefore, an in- 
" finite necessity in God's own nature that he should 
" obey the laws of honor and of right ; and beyond 
-** all doubt, he ever has, and ever will. A sum- 
" mary of these laws is nowhere explicitly and sys- 
" tematically set forth in the word of God : they 
" are rather from time to time assumed, as exigen- 
" ces occur. 

" " Nor, as far as I know, has it been customary, 
" in setting forth the Christian system, to attempt 
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" any formal statement of them. For this, obvions 
"reasons may, in certain eases, account. Acts 
" have been by some ascribed to God, which, to 
" say th^ least, are at war with our common ideas 
" of equity and honor. In such cases, it is natural, 
" as far as may be, to avoid a formal statement of 
" these ideas. 

" If, however, the subject cannot be avoided, the 
^* same causes tend to produce a constrained and 
" unnatural action of the mind. The supposed acts 
" of God are assumed as a standard, and all princi- 
** pies are rejected that disagree with them ; or, at 
" least, it is said that, though true with respect to 
" man, they are not with respect to God , and that 
" he is not bound by them, though man iis. In- 
" deed, this has been done to a great extent, as 
" will be shown in the cases of Pascal, Abelard, 
" and others ; and has, as might have been expect- 
" ed, revealed its tendencies by disastrous influ- 
" ences on the mind. An effort to eradicate from 
" the mind ^ny real principle of honor and right 
" does violence to our intellectual and moral natue. 
" Such principles cannot be exterminated. They 
" will protest against the violence. The mind still 
" yearns after them, and cannot rest and be satis- 
*' fied till they are assumed as true." 

Our readers know perfectly well that these ideas 
are familiarly known and clearly understood b)' 
all intelligent Universalists, even by the boys and 
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girls of our Sunday Schools. Open to the 14th and 
15th pages of the " MexMoir of James Arthur 
Cobb," and you will see the lucid argument of thai 
little boy of nine years, founded upon this princi- 
ple of honor and right in God, why he was not 
afraid to die. While he felt his own obUgations to 
God as his child, he had full confidence in the princi- 
ple of God's fatherly love, and in the obligations 
which he saw that the Divine fatherly relation in- 
volved in its treatment of hiip and all his children. 
And you could not have imposed upon that child's 
mind, nor can ypu upon any other child's mind, 
any doctrine in opposition to that of final universal 
good, without doing violence to this Divinely con- 
stituted judgment of honor and right in the soul. 
This violence our author everywhere deplores and 
condemns. 

Hear him further on this point, p. 29. Refer- 
ring to certain points relative to the " obligations 
of the Creator to new-made beings," he says : 

" On all these points God has made the human 
'' mind to have decided intuitive convictions as to 
" what is consistent with equity and honor. These 
" we are not violently to suppress by preconceived 
" theories, or assumed facts. If any alleged actions 
" of God come into collision with the natural and 
" intuitive judgments of the human mind concern- 
" ing what is honorable and right on the points 
" specified, there is better reason to call in question 
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** Ihe alleged facts than to suppose those principles 
<* to be false which God has made the humaii mind 
" intuitively to recognize as true. Moreover, we 
** have divine authority for so doing; since, in a 
" debate with the Jews, involving these points, God 
*' does not hesitate to appeal to these very princi- 
*' pies, and to reason in perfect accordance with 
** their common and obviotis decisions. Ezek. xviii : 
« 1-4, 19, 22, 25, 29, and xxxiii: 11, 17-20," 

Times without number has it been our lot to 
stand in defence of this position, against the mem- 
bers of Dr. Beecher's communion* When they 
have asserted doctrines which directly and palpa- 
bly war against the prihbiple of hoiior and right, 
ascribing to the Deity a system of government 
than which the fabled Diabolos could not devise 
one more malignant, and we have called upon 
them in vain to harmoiiize the doctrines with the 
divine goodness, they haVe replied that the 
Scriptures assert these doctrines, and we are 
bound to believe the testimonies of the Scriptures, 
though they contradict our reason, and our con- 
ception of the divine goodness. Then we have 
assured thein that it is only by a forced and false 
construction of the Scriptures that they are 
made to speak such doctrines, and that wh6n we 
make the record of God's word contradict God's 
own revealed nature, we may be sure \ve hatve 
misinterpreted the record. We are happy to find 
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Dr. Beecher sustaining this position in full. 
" If," he says, " any alleged actions as of God come 
" into collision with the natural and intuitive 
" judgments of the humaii mind concerning what is 
" honorable and right on the points specified, there 
" is better reason to call in question the alleged 
" facts," (that is, to put them down as miscon- 
" ceptions) '5 than to suppose those principles to 
" be false which God had made the human mind 
" intuitively to recognize as true." Let not this 
well established position be forgotten ; nor let it 
be forgotten who has asserted it. 

And now, with regard to the demands of the 
principles of honor and right in God, in relation 
to his treatment of his creatures, our author 
speaks with the following boldness and decision, 
pp. 31, 32, 33. 

" What, then, are the principles of honor and 
" right on the various points which have been 
" specified ? 

1. " God has made us intuitively to perceive 
" and feel, and, therefore, he also perceives and 
" feels, that increase of powers to any degree of 
" magnitude produce, not a decrease, but an 
" increase, of obligation to feel and act benevo- 
** lently towards inferiors, that is, with an honor- 
** able regard to their true and highest good. 

" In proportion as a mind is strong, indepen- 
**dent, and abundantly able to secure its ovm 
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** welfMe, it is free from temptations to be absorb- 
" ed in its own interest and cares, and it is at 
"leisure to think and feel and plan for 'others, 
" whose welfare is not thus secure. 

" Moreover, as the pow:ers of the superior mind 
" increase, he has the greater ability to do good 
" or evil to inferior minds. Of course, his obliga- 
*^ tion to use it for their good increases. More- 
" over, the influence of his example increases as 
" his powers increase. Of course, he is bound by 
" a proportionate obligation to make it such as all 
" can safely imitate. 

" No moral principles are recognized as true 
" with a clearer and more absolute intuition than 
" those which I have now stated. 

" How is it in the paternal relation ? Do 
'' not all feel that the superior powers of parents 
" create an obhgation of the most touching and 
"imperative kind towards a weak, defenceless, 
" new-born infant ? Do not such superior pow- 
" ers, and the fact that their example will exert a 
" controlling influence, sacredly bind them in alj 
" things so to use their powers, and regulate their 
" example, as to proniote the highest good of the 
"young heir of immortality who lies helpless in 
" their arms ? Would it not seem unspeakably 
" horrible to allege . their superior powers as a 
" reason for doing otherwise ? 

" If, therefore, God gives existence lo inferior 
2 
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" and dependent minds, is he, the Infinite Father, 
" can he be, under any other or different obhga- 
" tions ? Does he desire us to think of him as 
"not tenderly affected, and not bound by the 
" appeal made to him by a new created mind, in 
"view of the fearful eternity that spreads out 
" before him, so to exert his infinite powers, and 
" so to order his infinite example, as shall most 
"entirely tend to promote his eternal good ? Does 
" not every intuitive conviction, every honorable 
" impulse of a benevolent mind, call for such an 
" assurance concerning God, in order to be satis- 
" fied with his character ? Is not this the dividing 
" line between the divine and the satanic spirit ? 
" When, in this world, those who have gained 
" wealth, knowledge and power, separate them- 
" selves in feeling and sympathy from the poor, 
" ignorant and weak, and form select and exclu- 
" sive circles, as if their superior powers and 
" advantages imposed on them no obligation, to 
" sympathize with the sufferings and promote the 
" welfare of those below them, can anything 
" more perfectly illustrate the satanic spirit of him 
" whose law is selfishness ? Ought not the spirit 
" of God to be entirely the reverse of this ? It is 
" riot ? Could he be honorable or righteous if it 
" were not so ? Does any one allege his right, as 
" creator, to do as he will with his creatures ? 
"Within certain limits, he has this right. But 
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** creation gives no right to the creator to disregard 
" or to undervalue the well-being of creatures, or 
" to treat them contrary to the lavirs of the intel- 
*Mectua], moral and voluntary nature, on the 
" ground that he created them. It is not enough 
'< to say, that, as he would treat them if he had 
" not made them, so ought he now to treat them. 
" On the other hand, the fact that he created them 
" makes the most touching of all appeals to every 
"principle of honor and right in the Almighty 
" Creator to be their defender, protector, and 
" friend. 

" If it is said, God, as the greatest of all beings, 
** makes himself and not his creatures, his great 
** end, it is enough to say, in reply^ even if this 
"were so — on which I do not feel called upon 
"now to express an opinion — still, God cannot 
"promote either his own happiness or glory, 
" except by tiie observance of the principles of 
" honor and right of which we are now speaking. 
" Even if, therefore, he makes himself his chief 
" end, he must observe them. Nor could he make 
" any other tinly honorable minds happy, if he 
" were to disregard these principles, for the sake 
** of any supposed gi^ater good of which they are 
" to partake. A twily honorable mind cannot con- 
" ceive of a Higher good, than that the God whom 
** he loves and adores should fulfil, to the highest 
"conceivable degree of exactness,' every demand 
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" of honor and right to every created mind, how- 
" ever small. 

•* No personal honor, no exaltation, no amount 
" of enjoyment, would bribe such a mind to be 
" satisfied with a God who (even for his sake) had 
" disregarded the principles of honor to any one, 
*' even the least of all created minds. And it calls 
" for a serious review of his opinions, if any one 
" is conscious of ascribing to God acts which 
" make him fear to admit this principle in its full 
" extent. God glories in defending the smallest 
" and feeblest of all his creatures." 

Can any open ingenuous mind read this ex- 
tract, and receive its principles, without rejoicing 
in hope of the ultimate and everlasting holiness 
and happiness of all God^s rational creatures? 
With what boldness, distinctness, and self-sus- 
taining argument, are the principles expressed, 
which belong to the Universalian faith, which are 
its constituent elements, and which can find a 
peaceable home in no other religious system. 
"Increase of powers produces an increase of 
" obUgation to feel and act benevolently towards 
"inferiors — that is, with an honorable regard to 
" their true and highest good." 

" He has also the greater ability to, do good or 
" evil to inferior minds. Of course, his obUgation 
" to use it for their good increases." 

And these views the Doctor does not re£fard as 
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casual speculations. He says, " no moral princi- 
" pies are recognized as true with a clearer and 
** more absolute intuition than those which I have 
" now stated." 

He then appeals to the parental relation and 
obligations to dependent children, and applies the 
argument to the relation of the infinite Creator to 
his dependent creatures, in a sense increasing the 
obligation of the Creator to his creatures with a 
force above that of the earthly parent multiphed 
by infinity ; the obligation " so to exert his infinite 
^^ powers, and so to order his infinite example, as 
" shall most entirely tend to promote his (the crea- 
'* ture's) eternal good^ " Does hot," continues 
the Doctor, *' every intuitive conviction, every 
*' honorable impulse of a benevolent mind, call for 
*' such an assurance concerning God, in order to 
" be satisfied with his cliaracter ? Is not this tlie 
" dividing line between tlie divine and the satanic 
''spirit?'' 

Indeed it is. This is the Universalist position 
without disguise or Umitation. It is the only 
ground on which any created being can repose • 
rational confidence in God. When members of 
our author's sect have held forth the dogma, that 
God has brought into existence millions of intelli- 
gent creatures either with the knowledge or design 
that they should be the sport of endless torments, 
and that he will hold them up in being forever, 
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only that they may be the prey of infinite agonies, 
we have said to them by inspiration of this very 
innate perception of honor and right which he now 
establishes, that their God is our satan ; that they 
break down all natural distinctions between right 
and wrong in the Deity, and present in him no 
principle for our love and reverence, but what 
would characterize a spirit of infinite malignity. 
This judgment of ours they have essayed to parry 
with the cry of " carnal reason/' But Dr. 
Beecher manfully and effectually vindicates this 
judgment of moral right and honor as being from 
God, and as being the moral faculty in man to 
which God himself appeals in justification of Sfe 
doings. " How," says the Doctor, " could we 
" ever correctly judge of the honor or rectitude 
" of his conduct, if the standard of honor and 
" rectitude revealed by him, in the structure of 
" oar minds, did not agree with his own standard 
" on the same points ?" 

We have yet a great work before us in the 
review of this startling, and exceedingly valuable 
» production of this eminent and popular Orthodox 
divine. Our readers may query wonderfully, as 
we did till we had read more than half of his 
large book, where the author himself would land ; 
but we cannot tarry to tell them now. They will 
see in due time ; and they will see that wherever 
he may make a temporary stopping place, the 
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boldly asserted and irrefragably established prin- 
ciples of this book will tend only to lead, and will 
in thousands of cases effectually lead the mind 
into the beautiful and glorious faith of a future 
universe of good unmixed with evil. This faith 
will be found to be the only "re-adjustment," 
which shall answer the Doctor's aim in terminat- 
ing the " Conflict of Ages." 
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LETTER n. 

Dr, Beecherh Expose of the Conflict beUveen the 
established principles of honor and rights and 
the essential doctrines of the " Orthodox " Church. 

Our lesirned authoi> in his " Conflict of Ages,'' 
after having established the position noticed in the 
preceding Letter, tha,t there is in the human mind 
an innate perception and judgment of honor and 
right, which it is our right and duty to exercise, 
even in our judgment of the principles and acts 
of the Divine government, proceeds to expose 
the conflict between these principles and the dog- 
mas of the Orthodox church. 

Dr. Beecher's bold assmnption and strong 
handed maintenance of this position, our readers 
will recollect, or they may refresh their minds 
with it by a reperusal of our last week's num- 
ber of this review. He shows by irresistible argu- 
ment that increase of power is accompanied by 
an increase of obligation towards inferiors and 
dependents, to work for their good ; and, conse- 
quently that the infinite greatness of God, in wis- 
dom and power, involves infinite obligations on his 
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part towards weak dependent beings, especially 
towards his own feeble creatures whom he of his 
own choice has created, to plan and to do every 
way so as to secure their eternal welfare. 

And now he proceeds to show how the doc- 
trines of his church war against these principles 
of honor and right in God, and against th^ corres- 
ponding moral sense of men, and ha^^ thus been , 
a source of unavailing conflict for ages, In set- 
ting forth these oppugnant doctrines of the church, 
he first exhibits the views held of the natural 
depravity, helplessness and ruin of man. Speak^ 
ing of the Doctors of the church he says : 

'' In considering the first point, they have not 
'* rested content with the mere fact that all men 
** actually sin from the commencement of moral 
'* agency, but have sought to penetrate deeper, 
.'* and to find in the antecedent nature of man a 
** sufficient cause for this sad result, so uniform 
' * yet so unreasonable. The consequence has been 
'^ a very general belief of a properly depraved 
" nature in man anterior to action of any kind. 
'' They have conceived of the human mind as a 
" kind of seed-plot of sin, in which the seeds, and 
'* germs, and roots of sin were thick sown, and 
<* needed only exposure to the influence of the 
<* atmosphere and warmth of active life to cause 
" them to germinate, spring up, and bear fruit. 

•JT T^ " ^ ^ It 
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" But let us hear them speak for themselves. 
" Calvin thus defines original sin, : It is ^ an hered- 
" itary depravity and corruption of our nature, 
" diffused through all parts of the soul, which, in 
" the first place, exposes us to the wrath of God, 
" and then produces in us those works which the 
'* Scriptures call the works of the flesh.' (Inst. 
" ii. 1., 8.)* Of infants he says, * They bring their 
" condemnation with them from their mother's 
" womb, being liable to punishment, not for the 
" sin of another but for their own. For, although 
" they have not as yet produced the fruits of their 
"iniquity, yet they have the seed inclosed in 
" themselves ; nay, their whole nature is, as it 
" were, a seed of sin ; therefore it cannot but be 
" odious and abominable to God.' pp. 62, 63, 64. 

" From the following quotations, taken from 
" public formularies, it will be seen that the lead- 
" ing churches of the Reformers took substan> 
" tisilly the same views, and no doubt, for the 
"same reasons. 

" The Synod of Dort assert that all men be- 
" come depraved through ^ the propagation of 
" a vicious nature,' and after this thus proceeds, 
" * Therefore, all men are conceived in sin, 
" and born the children of wrath, disqualified 
" for all saving good, propense to evil, dead 
" in sins and the slaves of sin : and, without the 
" grace of the regenerating Holy Spirit, they 
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** neither are willing nor able to return to God, 
" to ccorrect their depraved nature^ or to dispose 
"themselves to the correction of it.' (Scott's 
" Synod of Dort. Chaps* iii. and iv. §§ 2, 3.) 

*' In the latter confession of Helvetia this lan- 
" guage is used : ' We take sin to be that natural 
" corruption of man derived or spread from those 
*' our parents unto us all ; through which, we 
" being drowned in evil concupiscences, and clean 
" turned away from God, but prone to all evil, 
*^ full of all wickedness, distrust, contempt, and 
" hatred of God, can do no good of ourselves — 
" no, not so much as think any.' (Harmony of 
" Confessions, p. 163.) 

On page 69 our author says : 

" This original sin, however, though not con- 
" sisting in action, but preceding all knowledge 
" and action, they regarded as criminal, and 
" punishable to such a degree as to be a proper 
" justification of eternal punishments, even in the 
" case of unborn infants, ^as is distinctly stated in 
" the French confession." 

This is the doctrine of infant damnation, which 
the elder Dr. Beecher once remembered to forget 
was ever believed. 

And here we have it historified by our author 
again, on page 70. Sp^iking of the methods of 
the Doctors in elucidating their sentiments on this 
point, he says : 



28 REVIEW OF CONFUCT OF AGES. 

" To illustrate their ideas of the activity and of 
" the power of this depraved nature, they resort 
" to the most striking material analogies. It is like 
" a glowing furnace Qonstantly emitting flames 
" and sparks : a fountain sending out polluted 
" streams. It is a seed or seed-plot of sin. Orig- 
" inal sin, by which it is thus corrupted, is a stain 
" or infectioii pervading all the powers of the soul. 
"It is a noisome root, out of which do spring 
" most abundantly all kinds of sin. Thoy do not 
" regard it as merely a propensity to sin, which is 
" not of itself sinful, but assert emphatically that 
" it is truly and properly sin, and exposes those in 
" whom it is, even before they have acted at all, 
" to the -vvrath of God and eternal death."* 

In exhibiting the deplorable condition of man- 
kind on the earth, viewed as probationers here to 
decide their own fate for eternity, our author adds 
to this view of individual total depravity and 
inability of nature, the terrible influences to evil 
from tJie social and organic relations of man* 
And after setting forth the degraded social condi- 
tion of a great part of the human race on earth, 
and the depressing and corrupting influences of 
selfish, imjust and tyrannical governments, he 
.says : 

" Can it be said that a human being, who is 
'* born and passes through life imder such a gov- 
** ernment and in such a state of society, has a 
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" fair opportunity for right development ? No 
" more than 'a grain of corn thrown into a heap 
" of stones or a thicket of brambles." p. 74. 

And then, to bind man in corruption and ruin 
by a threefold cord, our author candidly shows 
how the teachers of the church have added to the 
total corruption and tendency to evil of human 
nature, and the ruinous tendency of the sociaL 
relations, the constant, cunning and powerful 
operations of mighty evil spirits, and the devil and 
his host. He says, page 76 : 

" We have seen the social and organic relations 
' of man. But even this, in the judgment of 
^ those who hold these views, does not complete 

* the dark picture. They regard every man who 
' is born under such social organizations as also 

* exposed to the malice and wiles of powerful 
^ evil spirits, acting through them. This is not, 

* indeed, a doctrine of nature ; but, in their judg- 
*ment, what nature does not teach is clearly 
' revealed in the word of God. This world, we 

* are there informed, is the abode and theatre of 

* action for hosts of fallen spirits, who, whilst the 
' generations of men die, live and plan, and 

* acquire malignant wisdom, from age to age. 
^ They understand the depravity of man, and his 

* moral weakness ; and long experience has 

* given them terrific skill in the science of temp- 
^ tation. Such systems of error as the depraved 
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" hearts of men are ready to adopt, they skil- 
" fully invent, promulgate and defend. Such 
"organizations as are in spirit most opposed to 
" the kingdom of God, they form, animate and 
" sustain. Thus not only by individual and tran- 
" sient suggestions, but through organized, estab- 
" hshed, and permanent systems of evil, do they 
" * work in the children of disobedience,' and 
" * lead them captive at their will.' '' 

Having copied this dark picture of human con- 
dition and prospects from the creed of the church. 
Dr. Beecher goes on with equal faithfulness to 
show that it is, as the system is now adjusted, at 
irreconcilable variance with the principles of honor 
and right in God, as these principles are revealed 
from God to man, and are and should be judged 
of by the human heart. 

Calling these two positions, that concerning the 
ruined and thrice enthralled state of man, and 
that of honor and right in God, two powers of 
the church, he says, pp. 80, 81 : 

" But that in some way these moving powers 
" have been so misadjusted as to conflict with 
" each other, is obvious from simply placing them, 
" as abpve developed, side by side. To say the 
" very least, the preceding statements as to the 
'* ruin of man do appear directly to conflict with the 
" principles of honor and right which have been set 
** foxth, and tend directly to subvert and destroy 
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" them. He who holds that God, in the manner 
" abready set forth, gives existence to men with 
" natures radically corrupt and depraved, anterior 
" to any knowledge, desire or choice, of their 
"own, with full power to do evil, and none to- 
" do good, and then places them under the all 
" pervading influence of corrupt and corrupting 
"social systems — and, in addition to all this, 
" subjects them to the tremendous and delusive 
" power of malignant spirits, fearfully skilled in 
" the work of developing, maturing, and confirm- 
"ing the original depravity — cannot at least, 
"with any apparent consistency, say that the 
" Creator has fulfilled towards them the demands 
'^of honor and right, as they have been exhibit- 
" ed. How can he say that he has regarded 
"their well-being as he ought, or that he has 
" observed towards them the principles of justice ? 
"Has he not held them responsible for what 
" exists in them through his own agency, and 
" anterior to any desire, choice or action of their 
" own ? Has he not conferred on them such 
" original constitutions as most unfavorably affect 
"their prospects for eternity, and render their 
"right Conduct and eternal life in the highest 
" degree improbable ? Has he not p}aced them 
" in circumstances which are not reasonably and 
" benevolently favorable to their eternal Ufe ?" 
Let the reader peruse, and ponder, this para 
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graph from the pen of this eminent Doctor. 
While the expression >is in the force of a man, it 
is in the simplicity and truthfulness of a child. 
To assert that God has created countless mil* 
lions of immortal children, and thro^vn them 
into a world like this, especially in the condition 
described by the popular creed which we have 
been perusing, and that he has suspended upon 
the doings of this Ufe their eternal state, *< infinite 
joy or endless woe," this does indeed do dispite 
to the principles of honor and right in God, and 
break down all distinciion between the divine and 
the Satanic spirit. This conflict our author de- 
scribes thus, pp. 81, 82 : 

** He, then, who holds that God is the author 
" of the facts alleged, finds himself constantly 
" urged, by the demands of logical consistency, 
" to evade, or else to call in question and deny, 
" the real and self-evident principles of honor and 
" right. On the other hand, he who holds to the 
" genuine principles of honor and right will be no 
" less powerfully urged to deny the facts alleged 
" as to the ruined state of man, and to put forth 
" all his energies to subvert and destroy them. 

" Nay, more ; it would seem as if the preced- 
" ing statement of the principles of honor and 
" right had been specially designed to effect this 
"end. It seems to oppose the statement of 
" facts, as to the ruined state of man, deliberately, 
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*^ universally, radically, and step by step. More- 
" over, undeniable facts prove the reality of the 
" alleged collision. Each of these moving pow^ers 
" of the system thus put into opposition to each 
" other has, in fact, created a party to represent 
" and defend it, and to oppose and subvert the 
" other. 

^* It is, also, a fact worthy of distinct notice, that 
" when, as has often been the case, individuals have 
^* tried to retain both powers in^ their system in 
" full action, they have almost invariably run into 
" self-contradiction ; so mu(*,h so that few, if any 
" writers of this class can be found who are 
" exempt from the charge. 

" Finally ; all attem]5)ts to harmonize these op- 
'^^ posing powers have hitherto failed, and as the 
" system is at present adjusted, ever must fail." 

Yes, all such attempts have failed and, as the 
system is now adjusted, ever must fail. Of course 
they must. These opposing positions can no more 
be harmonized, than the assumption could be har- 
monized with fact, should a philosopher assert that 
the perpetual ice of the frigid zone is produced 
by the extreme heat of the climate. They are 
radically opposites, and one must destroy the 
other. They can never be reconciled. Even 
Dr. Beecher's labored " re-adjustment of the sys- 
tem," he will see on a future re-examination, can- 
not harmonize it. The old materials may be re- 
3 
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adjusted by any rule of perniutation he nmy 
devise, but there they are, the same discordant 
things. And there is so much of intellect, and 
mental and spiritual freedom in the man, that we 
believe he will soon see it all. 

But the reader will return with the inquiry, 
how has Dr. Beecher re-adjusted the Orthodox 
system, so as to terminate the conflict of princi- 
ples which he so faithfully exposes ? The reader 
must have patience. To this point we will be 
making our way, but it will require another num- 
ber to reach it. 
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I^ETTER m. 

The six Experiences ; — to wit : Old School Or- 
thodoxy -^ New School Orthodoxy — Eclipse of 
the Glory of God — The Philosophy of Unita- 
rian Theology — Orthodox Urdversalism — The 
RecoTiciliation. 

Having established the position that there are 
principles of honor and right, the intuitive judg- 
ment and perception of which the Creator has 
incorporated in the human mind, and which he 
makes the rule of his own conduct towards his 
creatures ; and having shown that the prominent 
doctrines of the Augustinean and Calvinist creed 
are at palpable variance with these God-estab- 
lished principles of moral right — Dr. Beecher pro- 
ceeds to exhibit six of what he calls eocperiences, 
to which the system of Christianity, as thus 
" misadjusted," has given rise. 

1. The First Experience is that of Old School 
Calvinism. This includes the doctrine of the 
transmission to all men of a corrupt and sinful 
nature through the sin of one man, sealing 
their doom to endless condemnation before their 
own existence or action, and denies the applica- 



36 REVIBAV OF CONFLICT OF AGES. 

application of the principles of honor and right 
to the Creator. But he shows that the moral sen- 
timent in man has kept this system in perpetual 
discomfort, and that it has cost its advocates much 
painful effort to stifle and smother the outcries of 
their OAvn moral judgment against it. To illus- 
trate this fact, he quotes from the works of Dr. 
Woods. Of Dr. Woods our author says, '* He 
** also teaches that God inflicts this * tremendous 
" calamity ' on all men for the sin of one man. 
" This, he says, has been the beUef of the church 
" in all ages." Quoting then from Dr. Woods, he 
says, page 103 : 

" He then asks, * But how is this proceeding just 
** to Adam's posterity ? What have they done 
" before they commit sin, to merit pain and death ? 
" What have they done to merit the evil of exist- 
" ing without original righteousness, and with a 
" nature prone to sin.' (vol. ii. 315.) To feel the 
" full force of this question, let it once more be 
" stated that he regards this proneness of nature 
"to sin as in itself sinful, yea, the essence of 
" moral evil, the sum of all that is vile and hate- 
"iul. 

" Surely, questions more momentous than these 
" were never proposed.' They affect all that man 
"holds dear in all worlds, all that is holy and 
" reverend in God. They are, also, frankly and 
" fairly stated. What, then, is his reply ? It is a 
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** reply eminently worthy of profound attention. 
"It touches the very vitals of Christianity. It 
" shows more clearly than, words can utter it, the 
"unfortunate, the defenceless condition of the 
" system of Christianity when thus presented. 

" What, then, is the reply ? In essence, it is 
** simply this. It is utterly beyond our powers to 
" show that such a proceeding on the part of God 
" is either just or honorable. 

" * Here {he says) our Avisdom fails. We apply 
** in vain to human re^on, or human conscious- 
" ness, for an answer.' 

" Nay, more ; he even admits that such conduct 
^^ is ^ contrary to the dictates of our fallible mindsy 
" Yet he still insists that we ought not to judge at 
^* all in the case, but to believe that it is right, 
^' because God has done it. ^ God has not made 
^'ns judges. The case Ues wholly out of our 
^' province.' " 

But of this Old School denial and stifling of 
the moral sentiment of man, Dr. Beecher justly 
speaks in the following strain of reprehension : 

" But if, as we have shown, God has made the 
"human mind to form intuitive convictions of 
*' what is right and honorable in such cases, if 
" such convictions are a revelation of God him- 
*' self, if he appeals to them in his own defence, 
^* then plainly the ^ase does not lie wholly out of 
^^ our province. How can we have any rational 
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'* ideas of mercy in a case where, as God ha» 
" made our minds, we must see that the most 
" sacred principles of honor and right have been 
^^ violated ? Is such the basis of the greatest of 
" God's works, the redemption of the church* 

" That the human mind has strong intuitive con- 
" victions in this case. Dr. Woods concedes* 
" The acts ascribed to God, according to our 
" necessary convictions, appear dishonorable and 
'^ unjust. But, to concede that, in this case, these 
" moral intuitions are of divine origin, would be 
" to abandon the argument. Nothing, therefore, 
" remains but in some way to destroy their power^ 
"by giving them an evil name. This is com- 
" monly done by caUing them * human reason,^ 
" or • unsanctified philosophy,' or ' natural rea- 
'^ son,' or ' carnal reason,' and then warning all 
" who revere God and love the truth not to be 
"carried away with the subtlety of human rea- 
" son, or by philosophical or metaphysical sagac- 
" ity and adroitness." pp* 103-4. 

We thank Dr. Beecher for this timely and 
efficient aid which he lends us in tearing off this 
mask of unintelligible faith and mystery, tmd^r 
which a portion of his brethren have so adroitly 
sought to shield themselves from the forces of 
honor and right. He abundantly shows that the 
" reaction " of these divinely constituted andsaac*^ 
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tioned forces against this Old School Theology 
is " irresistible.'^^ 

IV. Passing over, for the present, the second 
and third, we will notice next Dr. Beecher's 
" Fourth Experience." We take this in connec- 
tion with the first, because it is the " New School 
Theology," which is a branch of the same eccle- 
siastical body with the "Old School," This 
School denies that human nature, since Adam's 
fall, is in itself sinful, asserting that there is no 
natural inability in man to obey God, but only a 
moral inability, or an unAvillingi^ess. This school 
also holds the universality of the atonement, and 
of the offers of salvation. 

Our author, after stating the theory of this New 
School Orthodoxy, gives us some interesting quo- 
tations from its Doctors in condemnation of the 
Old School theory. About quoting from Whelp- 
ley, he prefaces the quotation thus : " Listen now 
" to the emotions with which it (the Old School 
" Theology) is repudiated by this eloquent wri- 
" ter, as at war Avith equity and honor." And 
here he gives us the quotation : pp. 165-6. 

" ' I hesitate not to say that no scheme of reli- 
"gion ever propagated among men contains a 
** more monstrous, or a more horrible tenet. The 
" atrocity of this doctrine is beyond comparison. 
** The visions of the Koran, the fictions of the 
" Sadder, the fables of the Zendavesta, all give 
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" place to this : Rabbinical legends, Brahminicai 
" vagaries, all vanish before it.' ' 

" ' The idea that all the numerous millions of 
" Adam's posterity deserve the ineffable and end- 
"less torments of hell, for a single act of his 
" before any of them existed, is repugnant to that 
" reason which God has given us ; is subversive 
" of all possible conceptions of justice.' Concern- 
" ing the doctrines of man's natural inabiUty to 
" do his duty, he uses the following strong expres- 
" sions : * It is an insult to every man's unbiased 
" understanding — to the light of his conscience.' 

" In like manner, the idea that God gives us a 
" depraved and punishable ' nature anterior to 
" knowledge and choice is by the same writer 
" repudiated, on the same ground. The connec- 
" tion of these doctrines, ^vith that of a limited 
" atonement he thus sets forth : ' The whole of 
" their doctrine then, amounts to this : that a man 
" is, in the first place, condemned, incapacitated, 
" and eternally reprobated, for the sin of Adam ; 
" in the next place, that he is condemned over 
" again for not doing that which he is totally and 
" in all respects unable to do ; and, in the third 
" place, that he is condemned, for not believing in 
" a Savior, who never died for him, and with 
" whom he has no more to do than a fallen angel.' 

" Of these doctrines he says that ' they are cal- 
" culated and tend to drive men to scepticism, 
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^^ deism, atheism, libertinism, nay, to madness/ 
" The reason is, that by- ' them the first principles 
" of immutable and eternal justice are supervened 
" and destroyed/ " 

This is surely as severe a reprobation of the Old 
School Theology by the Doctors of the New, ad 
the boldest of us ever dealt out. And the retort 
of the Old School is equally tart, upon the doc- 
trine of the New. Referring to Dr. Woods, our 
author says, pp. 179, 180 : 

" In replying to the charge that it is uiijust for 
" God * to bring moral corruption and ruin upon 
" the whole human race merely on account of one 
" offence of their common progenitor, and without 
" and fault of theirs,' he says : * And is there not 
"just as much reason to urge this objection 
" against the theory just named ? Its advocates 
" hold that God brings the whole human race into 
" existence without holiness, and with such propen- 
"sities and in such circumstances as will certainly 
" lead them into sin ; and that he brings them into 
" this fearful condition in consequence of the sin 
"of their first . father, without any fault of their 
" own. Now, as far as the divine justice or good- 
" ness is concerned, what great difference is there 
" between our being depraved at first, and being 
^* in such circumstances as will certainly lead to 
"depravity the moment moral action begins? 
" Will not the latter as infaUibly bring about our 
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destruction as the former ? and how is it more 
compatible with the justice or the goodness of 
God to put us into one of these conditions than 
into the other, when they are both equally fatal ? 
It is said that our natural appetites and propen- 
sities and our outward circumstances do not lead 
us into sin by any absolute or physical necessity ; 
but they do, in all cases, certainly lead us into sin, 
and God knows that they will when he appoints 
them for us. Now, how can our merciful Father 
voluntarily place us while feeble, helpless infants, 
in such circumstances as he knows beforehand 
will be the certain occasion of our sin and ruin ? 
# # # What difference does it make, 
either as to God's character or the result of his 
proceedings, whether he constitutes us sinners 
at first, or knowingly places us in such circum- 
stances that we shall certainly become sinners, 
and that very soon ? Must not G od's design as 
to our being sinners be the same in one case as 
in the other ; and must not the final result be the 
same ? Is not one of these states of mankind 
firaught ^vith as many and as great evils as the 
other ? What ground of preference, then, would 
any man have ? # # # Let the intelligent, 
candid men, who do not beUeve either of these 
schemes, say whether one of them is not open to 
as many objections as the other. It h said that 
" all the feelings of our hearts revolt at the idea 
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**that God gives us a depraved, sinful nature at 
** our birth, and that no man can believe this with- 
" out resisting and overcoming his most amiable 
"sensibilities; and do not our moral feelings 
" equally revolt at the idea that God creates us 
" vrithout holiness, and gives us at our birth such 
" appetites and propensities as he knows vsrill forth- 
" with bring us into a state of depravity ? And 
" have we not as much occasion to resist and over- 
" come our amiable sensibilities in one case as in 
« the other ? ' (Woods, vol. ii. pp. 359-361.) " 

Thus do the Doctcars of the Old and New 
Schools, like the sons of Titan, cast mountains 
upon each other's backs. And Dr. Beecher justly 
concludes that each is right in his repudiation of 
the other, and of course that both are wrong. He 
says, p. 178 : 

" What, then, is the result ? Two large bodies 
" oi most intelligent and pious men reject recipro- 
" cally each other's grounds for justifying the facts 
" in question. It is certainly supposable, and not 
" at all improbable, that both sides are correct in the 
" allegation that the views of their opponents do 
** thus ' war with honor and right.' " 

V. Next comes Dr. Beecher's Fifth Experience, 
which he calls, " The Eclipse oj th^ glory of God.^* 
He says, p. 184: 

" We now come to an experience, which, in its 
^ full development, is less common than either of 
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** those which have been considered ; but towards 
" which, nevertheless, there are often strong ten- 
" dencies. It is that experience in which the prin- 
*^ ciples of honor and right, and also the facts con- 
" cerning the depravity and ruin of man, are both 
" retained, and yet without the perception of any 
** satisfactory mode of modification and adjust- 
" ment. In this case, the mind comes, for a time, 
"under the oppressive and overwhelming con- 
" sciousness of existing, apparently, mider a uni- 
" versa! system which is incapable of defence, and 
" under a God whom the principles of honor and 
'^ right forbid us to worship." 

The Doctor has before exposed, as we have just 
been showing, the perpetually harrassing influence 
upon the mind, from both the Old and New School 
Theologies, occasioned by the partizan efforts to 
smother the pleadings of the moral sentiment 
in the soul. And here he exhibits, with his usual 
faithfulness, the appalling and deathly influence 
of these theologies upon the soul, when they are 
honestly believed, and party will is gone, and the 
principles of honor and right are revered, and there 
is no way seen to reconcile them and the creed. 

Our author presents his own experience under 
these views in a tone so ingenuously doleful and 
pitiable, and consonant with the past experience 
of thousands of our brothers and sisters who now 
rejoice in the glorious liberty of the gospel of infi- 
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nite wisdom and love, that, though lengthy, we 
must transcribe most of it here. Our design is 
to occupy time and space enough to give our 
readers a fair and instructive view of this wonder- 
ful book, and to satisfy its respected author that 
we treat him honorably • On pages 189-191, he 
ruminates thus : 

" Although no Christian will ever, in fact, be- 
" lieve that God is dishonorable and unjust in 
" his deahngs with his creatures, yet his alleged 
" acts may be such that he cannot rationally be 
" seen in any other light. Then is the sun of the 
" universe for a time eclipsed, and the whole sys- 
" tem seems, to use the words of Foster, " to be 
" overspread by a lurid and dreadful shade." How 
" many ever pass in fact into this dark valley, I 
'"have no means of determining. It is not an 
" experience that men are disposed to make pub- 
" lie. I knew one man, of eminent piety, and 
" distinguished as a clergyman, who had had trials 
" of great severity from tendencies to such views. 
" I have, however, a full knowledge only of what 
" I have learned by experience. For a time the 
" system of this world rose before my mind, in 
" the same manner, as far as I can judge, as it did 
"before the minds of Channing and Foster. I 
" can, therefore, more fully appreciate their expres- 
" sion of their trials and emotions. But I was 
" entirely unable to find relief as they did. The 
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"depravity of man, neither Christian experi- 
" ence, the Bible, nor history, would permit me to 
" deny. Nor did reason or scriptm-e aiford me 
** any satisfactory gromids whatever, for anticipat- 
" ing the restoration of the lost to holiness in a 
" future state. Hence, for a time, all was dark 
" as night. 

" K any one would know the full worth of the 
** privilege of living under, worshipping, loving 
"and adoring a God of honor, righteousness 
" and love, let him, after years of joyful Christian 
" experience, and soul-satisfying communion with 
" God, at last come to a point where his lovely 
" character, for a time, vanishes from his eyes, and 
" nothing can be rationally seen but a God selfish, 
"dishonorable, unfeeling. No such person can 
" ever believe that God is such ; but he may be so 
" situated as to be unable, rationally, to see him 
" in any other light. All the common modes of 
" defending the doctrine of native depravity may 
" have been examined and pronounced insufficient, 
" and the question may urgently press itself upon 
" the mind. Is not the present system a malevo- 
" lent one ? and of it no defence may appear. 

" Who can describe the gloom of him who looks 
" on such a prospect ? How dark to him appears 
" the history of man ! He looks with pity on the 
" children that pass him in the street. The more 
" violent manifestations of their depravity seem to 
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" be the unfoldings of a corrupt nature, given to 
" them by God before any knowledge, choice, or 
" consent of their own. Mercy now seems to be 
" no mercy, and he who once delighted to speak 
" of the love of Christ is obUged to close his lips 
" in silence, for the original wrong of giving man 
" such a nature seems so great that no subsequent 
" acts can atone for the deed. In this state of mind 
" he who once delighted to pray kneels and rises 
" again, because he cannot sincerely worship the 
"God whom he sees. His distress is not on his 
" own account. He feels that God has redeemed 
" and regenerated him ; but this gives him no relief. 
" He feels as if he could not be bribed by ttie offer 
" of all the honors of the universe to pretend to 
" worship or praise a God whose character he 
" cannot defend. He feels that he would infinitely 
" prefer once more to see a God whom he could 
" honorably adore, and a imiverse radient with his 
" glory, and then sink into non-existence, rather 
" than to have all the honors of the universe for- 
" ever heaped upon him by a God whose chaxac- 
" ter he could not sincerely and honestly defend. 
" Never before has he so deeply felt a longing 
" after a God of a spotless character. Never has 
" he so deeply felt that the whole hght and joy of 
" the imiverse are in him, and that when his char- 
" acter is darkened all worlds are filled with gloom. 
" Yet during all this strange experience, he feels 
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" that he is in fact doing no dishonor to the true 
" God. He knows that all true goodness, honor 
** and love, in himself, came from the word and 
" spirit of that God ; and asks, could he thus have 
" trained me, if he were not good, honorable, and 
" full of love ? Could he have trained me to hate 
"himself? 

" In contrast with this it would be appropriate 
" finally to place the experience of one who retains 
" all the radical facts as to human depravity, and 
" the system that grows out of it, but passes from 
" the deep gloom of the last experience into the 
" sunshine of the divine glory, by discovering a 
" mode in which these facts can be so adjusted 
" as to harmonize with the principles of honor 
" and right in God. The transition in my own 
" case was as if, when I had been groping in some 
" vast cathedral, in the gloom of midnight, vainly 
" striving to comprehend its parts and relations, 
" suddenly before the vast arched window of the 
" nave a glorious sun had suddenly burst forth, 
" filUng the whole structure with its radience, and 
" showing in perfect harmony the proportions and 
" beauties of its parts. But the rational basis of 
" such an experience needs first to be seen, before 
" the experience itself can be understood." 

Here, sympathetic reader, we have a fair history, 
in brief form, from a Doctor of the so called Or- 
thodox School, of the terrible experience of mil- 
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Kons, yea, of cdl sincere and sensitive souls, who 
believe in the doctrine of endless misery in any of 
its forms. And now, as the Doctor agrees with 
us, and we with him, in discarding all the forms 
of Trinitarian Theology, Old and New, as exhib- 
ited in the First, Fourth and Fifth Experience^, 
we will go back and notice his Second and Third. 
II. Our author makes his Second Experience 
" The Philosophji of Unitarian Theology,"*^ Under 
this head he qugtes from several Unitarian writers, 
principally from Dr. Channing, and quotes approv- 
ingly, their powerful moral arguments against 
Calvinism. He says that the Unitarian movement 
" sprung from the action of some of the noblest 
principles of our nature," and that " the existence 
of the Unitarian body is a providential protest in 
favor of the great principles of honor and right." 
But this Unitarian Theology, Dr. Beecher thinks, 
and we believe for good reasons, to be hkewise 
Unsatisfactory ; that is, viewed in its popular form, 
as making this life a state of human probation for 
eternity. Its estimate of human ability is not borne 
out by history and the observation of facts. A 
survey of the world as it is, after all, exposes 
human agency in so feeble and degraded a light, 
as to render the casting upon its charge for the few 
brief moments here, the eternal all of millions of 
new created beings, is scarcely less unreconcilaWe 
with the principles of honor and right in God, than 
4 
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the Calvinistic theology. Dr. Beecher quotes also 
from Dr. Channing^ and other Unitariails, most 
melancholy confessions with regard to the dark 
and appalling view which their theology presents, 
in connection with the facts of the world as it is, 
with regard to the prospects of the human race. 

ni. The Third Experience, our author calls the 
^'Philosophy of Orthodox Universalism.^^ He 
says, p. 147 : ^ 

*' It is well known that the prevailing opinion of 
" the great body of evangelical Christians, in all 
" ages, has been opposed to this doctrine. This 
" has resulted from a full conviction that the testi- 
" mony of scripture is decidedly against it. Yet, 
'• so urgent and powerful are the principles of honor 
" in some minds, that, in view of the common doc- 
" trine concerning the alleged dealings of God 
" with man through Adam, they have been unable 
" to rest in any result short of universal salvation. 
" But it is not till after many struggles and much 
" suffering that they finally come to this conclu- 
" sion. The experience of such has found an elo-* 
" quent utterance in the words of the truly eminent 
" John Foster." 

He goes on to certify the superior intellectual 
powers, extensive learning, and eminent moral 
and Christian worth of this celebrated Baptist 
divine, and makes several extracts of his eloquent 

expressions of faith in universal salvation, founded 
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upon the moral character of God. And this is all 
that he does for this Third, or Universalist Expe* 
rience. And he lays this upon the shelf as also 
failing to reconcile the conflict between the con- 
ceded facts and the principles of honor and right, 
on the ground that though it looks for the discoU' 
tinuance of the wrong hereafter, it does not remove 
the imputation against the Creator of the wrong 
done his creatures here. And how is this ? Why, 
Mr. Foster still held the doctrines of his church, 
and his* early education, concerning the entailment 
upon all men by Adam of a corrupt and sinful 
nature, and the making of their earthly condition 
even worse by letting loose upon them the arch 
spiritual adversary, the devil, and legions of his 
confederate fallen spirits, to tempt and harm them. 
This, Dr. Beecher regards €is imputing to the 
Creator a course of treatment towards his creatures 
here, which violates the law of honor and right, 
€ind which the idea of the final happiness of all 
men does not make right, though it provides 
against the continuance of the wrong. ' Upon this 
plea our author passes over the Universalian The- 
ology as likewise a failure in the work of harmo- 
nization. True, he makes slight reference to the 
opinion that this Theology has not the sanction of 
scripture ; yet, as he is nearly altogether on the 
moral argument, it is not in place for us in this 
review, to step aside to the consideration of that at 
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present. It shall have a place when we come to set- 
tle up the account between ourself and Dr* Beecher. 

Now why has our author dealt thus slightly 
and unfairly ^vith Universalism ? We do not 
mean that he has dealt unfairly with Mr. Foster. 
He has done him honorable justice. He ascribes 
his Universalism, not to a desire to find out a be- 
lief that should please a carnal mind, but to the 
finest, and noblest, and most heavenly qualities of 
the human, or even Christian soul. And after 
quoting Mr^ Foster's appeal against the doctrine 
of endless punishment, he says, pp. 153-4 : 

" And will not such an appeal, presented with 
" such eloquence, exert great power on many such 
" minds ? Dr. Wood seems to be of this opinion. 
" He says : * The thoughts suggested in the let- 
" tpr, together with the influence of the author's 
"name, are adapted to unsettle ilie faith ofrntdti- 
" tildes.^ Such an influence was no doubt deeply 
" felt in England. Foster says : * A number (not 
" large but of great piety and intelligence) of min- 
" isters within my acquaintance have been dis- 
** believers of the doctrine in question, at the same 
** time not feeling themselves called upon to make 
" a public disavowal.' How many more there 
" may have been, or still may be, in the same state 
" of mind, of course no one can tell. But the 
" belief that many real Christians held such views, 
" caused, in England, as is well known, a great 
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** reluc5tance, even among the believers of the doc- 
" trine, to introduce it as a test in the Evangelical 
** Alliance. I know of no reason to be confident 
" that the views of Foster will not always make 
" converts even among the evangelical ministers 
"of our own land, so strong is the appeal to the 
*' principles of honor and right, in view of the facts 
" of human depravity as extensively held," 

He also says, pp, 154-5 : 

"But, whether this appeal shall extenavely 
^' avail or not to shake the belief of the Christian 
" community in that doctrine, still it shows with 
*^ what fearful power the principles of honor and 
*^ right operate upon some of the most finely con- 
** stituted minds of our race. It shows, also, that 
^^ sympathy, and not severity, is due to all such 
^* minds, even if they fall into error, when strug- 
*^ gUng under the painful pressure of a system 
^* involving truths so great, and yet so radically 
^' misadjusted*" 

But what we complain of in the course of our 
author is, that in presenting the Universalist's ex- 
perience, when there is in our own country, a 
Universalist denomination, about the sixth in the 
United States, in respect to niunbers, with a 
numerous ministry, not inferior in respect to 
learning, talents, and moral worth, who have 
filled the world with books which labor especially 
to evince the harmony of the Christian system, 
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with itself in all its parts, and with the perfecticms 
of God, and the moral nature of man — he has 
taken no notice of this denomination or their 
theology as a system, but has taken up an Eng- 
lish Baptist, who had never committed hin^elf 
in life, who had never made Universalism his 
study as a system, or in its relation to the Gospel 
revelation, but who, as discovered by his posthu- 
mous works, was forced out by the motions 
of the spirit of God in his soul, into the private 
belief of the single point of the final salvation of 
all men. 

But even in this case, notwithstanding Mr, Fos- 
ter's very limited experience in Universalism, if 
Dr. Beecher could have presented to him this dif- 
ficulty about the -wrong done to mankind in this 
life, which he makes the plea for passing by his 
" experience ^' as unsatisfactory, Mr, Foster would 
undoubtedly have had a way of harmonizing the 
existing facts, which his creed recognized, with 
honor and right, as parts of the great whole^ 
designed as means of the greater ultimate good. 

Yet we must not censure Dr. Beecher because 
he has not gone directly and fully through with 
his moral principles. He has certainly taken as 
long a step as any man in his circumstances could 
be expected to take at once ; and he has taken 
his step onward and upward with a manly bold- 
ness which is honoraHe to his najne^ But he 
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must step onward and upward yet further, as we 
shall show bye and bye. 

VI. " Tlie Reconciliation.^^ At length Dr. 
Beecher presents his own hypothesis for a recon- 
ciliation of the conflict of ages. This is in the 
idea of the pre-existence of our race. He supposes 
that all men had an existence prior to their birth 
into this world, in a spiritual or angelic state, 
where they had powers and fair opportunities to 
secure to themselves eternal holiness and good ; 
but smned there, and forfeited their claim on the 
principles of honor and right in God. Then God 
created this world ; and he successively sends 
these fallen spirits, or Satan's angels, into new 
born animal bodies, designing out of the mass to 
redeem a church. But men have no reason to 
complain of God for bringing them into this world 
with depraved and sinful natures, binding them 
to the necessity of sinning and suffering here, and 
eternally also, if he should not change them while 
here by his sovereign grace, since this sinful 
depravity is what we acquired unto ourselves in a 
previous spiritual existence. 

Such, in substance, is Dr. Beecher' s hypothesis 
for harmonizing all which the old creed holds 
men to be on earth, and to be destined to be 
eternally, with the principles of honor and right 
in God. Surely there must have been a most 
painful commotion in the elements of the old 
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creed, to throw such a man into such a hypothesis. 
But when he has had time to cast about him, and 
explore his present home, he will realize the force 
of the sacred poet's verse,^— 

" As when a raging fever burns, 
We toss from side to side by turns, 
*T is but a podr relief we gain, 
To change the place but keep the pain." 

But this matter we will overhaul in a future 
number. We will scrutinize our author's present 
hypothesis, and review his alleged " re-action " 
against the Universalist Theology, and endeavor to 
aid him, in the current of his own indubitably 
established principles, to find the true and only 
system of HARMONIZATION. 
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LETTER IV. 

Dr. Beecher^s neio Theory of Pre-existence una- 
vailing as an expedient of Reconciliation. 

We have followed the " Conflict of Ages " 
through the establishment of the principles of honor 
and right in the Deity, and of the intuitive judg- 
ment of these principles in men, and the terrible 
conflict between these principles and all existing 
forms of endless-miserian theology, to the New 
Expedient^ or the " Reconciliation.'*^ This new 
expedient we have seen to be the hypothesis of the 
pre-existence of our race. 

And what does our author propose to gain by 
this hypothesis ? He proposes to gain relief from 
the pressure of the moral argument against endless 
punishment for the sins of this life, where mankind 
are held to be pla,ced in circumstances which 
impose upon them a necessity of sinning. He 
says, p. 221 : 

" If, in a previous state of existence, God cre- 
<* ated all men with such constitutions, and placed 
" them in such circumstances, as the laws of honor 
*' and right demanded, if, then, they revolted and 
" corrupted themselves, and forfeited their rights, 
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" and were introduced into this world under a dis- 
" pensation of sovereignty, disclosing both justice 
" and mercy, then all conflict of the moving powers 
" of Christianity can be at once and entirely re- 
" moved." 

So, then, the Doctor leads up the mind, by his 
moral argument, to the very gate of the heavenly 
Jerusalem, the gospel of God's universal father- 
hood, and his eternal treatment of all men as 
children of his love and fatherly care ; and then, 
rather than enter in — rather than go forward to 
find the eff*ectual " harmonization " which invites 
his wearied spirit, he suddenly disappears. And 
where has he gone ? He has gone down through 
the ocean of oblivion into Si previous state of human 
existence. 

But this hypothesis will be found a, failure, as 
we ^vill show, for two reasons ; namely ; first, that 
it is not true ; and second, that it would avail him 
nothing for his purpose if it were true. 

First, the hypothesis of our pre-existence is not 
txue. Our readers, and Dr. Beecher with them, 
will excuse our use of this direct form of 'expres- 
sion, when we have given our reasons. Without 
a single reason, in fact, for the hypothesis, there 
is everything against it. The Doctor finds but one 
reeiaon for it, weighing in his own mind ; and that 
is. the necessity of it as an expedient to harmonize 
with honor and right certain doctrines of the Trin- 
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itarian creed. He directly concedes the want of 
express scripture proof, and rests his position on 
the above mentioned assumption of the need of it 
to harmonize the system. He says, pp. 194-5 : 
** I would again advert to the truth that, in many 
" cases, the mere fact that a certain adjustment of 
" the parts of a system will harmonize the action of 
" the whole, is reasonably deemed to be a very 
" strong presumption, or even a sufficient proof, 
" that that is the true arrangement." So, then, cer- 
tain other doctrines are assumed to be true, such as 
man's being born with a sinful nature, and the exist- 
ence of hosts of personal spiritual devils, and endless 
misery, neither of which is taught by the word of 
God, nor the discoveries of reason or observation, 
and then this of pre-existence is created by the 
imagination as an acknowledged expedient for 
harmonizing the other assumptions with the right- 
eousness of <jrod. There is no conceivable vagary, 
which the most inventive genius of romance might 
conjure up, but what iVe might in this way get up 
occasions for installing into our religious creeds as 
truth. 

But as we have said, with nothing for this hypoth- 
esis, but the wants of a naan-made, rickety creed, 
there is everything against it. 

1. The Bible is acknowledged to be silent upon 
it. And when we consider the supreme ijx^KNC- 
tance of this hypothesis to the Doctor^s system, 
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inasmuch that without it the system is a perpetual 
reproach to the Deity, and torment to his saints, 
the fact of the silence of the Bible upon it is proof 
that his system is not the Bible system of theology, 
and that his new expedient is not founded in truth, 

2. The implications of the scripture records, 
in all cases which may be regarded as susceptible 
of use with reference to this hypothesis, are against 
it. AU the Bible accounts of the creation of man, 
and references to it, represent him as a new crea- 
ted being on his introduction to this life. The 
original Mosaic account as decidedly represents" 
man as a new created being upon the earth, as it 
represents the earth, the plants, the fishes, fowls and 
beasts, as new creations. True, Moses does not 
say that man had not a previous existence, and Dr. 
Beecher takes advantage of this non-controversial 
form of the record. But it is to be considered 
that there was no man or angel then in existence 
who had ingenuity enough to conceive the specu- 
lation that a being whom God had just created, 
had a persoiml existence before. Besides, it is not 
the wont of the inspired penmen to give their 
records of facts the form of battle against all con- 
ceivable speculations. They make straight forward 
records, which challenge contradiction, 

3, The teaching of the scriptures is expressly 
against our author's hypothesis. He labors might- 
ily and extensively to parry the commonly sup- 
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posed force of one passage of Scripture in pioof 
of all men^s having derived a sinful nature from 
Adarm. That passage is Rom* v : 12-19. But, 
notwithstanding his high order of talent^ and his 
advancement to a moral argument which will yet 
annihilate several items of his creed which he is 
now vainly laboring to " re-adjust," yet his mind 
is so occupied at present with those assumed doc- 
trines of his church, that he overlooks the simplest 
teaching of the Scriptures. 

St. Paul, when taking into view all which he 
both knew and believed of man, from observation, 
experience and revelation, all which man haa 
been, is, and is to be, testifies of him as follows : 
" There is a natural body, and there is a spiritual 
" body. And so it is written, the first man Adam 
" was made a living soul ; the last Adam was made 
"a quickening spirit. Howbeit, that was not first 
" which is spiritual, but that which is natural ; and 
" afterwards that which is spiritual. The first man 
** is of the earth, earthy ; the second man is the Lord 
** from heaven. As is the earthy, such are they also 
" that are earthy ; and as is the heavenly, such are 
" they also that are heavenly : and as we have / 
" borne the image of the earthy, we shall also bear 
" the image of the heavenly." This great apostle, 
who *' shunned not to declare all the counsel of 
God," had no such counsel as our Doctor has insti- 
tuted : for then he would have had it, in relation 
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to all men, that thai was first tvhtch tvas spirituat; 
that we first bore the image of the heavenly, and 
then of the satanic, and then of the earthy, and 
that there is no assurance as to what we shall be 
next, whether heavenly or satanic. Our author's 
faith is in circles instead of progressions. 

4, The scripture teachings of the origin of 
moral evil are directly opposed to our author's 
hypothesis. Instead of finding the origin of sin 
in a previous state, or in spiritual defilement con- 
tracted in such a state, the inspired teachers find 
it in the earthy constitution. Enumerating all the 
known classifications of sins, St. Paul calls them 
^' the works of the flesh." But a more full con- 
sideration of this point will come under another 
head. 

5. The hypothesis of pre-existence is opposed 
by the philosophy of the usual and known econ- 
omy of God. His economy is that of progres- 
sive development : " first the blade, then the ear, 
** after that the full corn in the ear." The butter- 
fly is not first, and then the worm, but the reverse 
of this. The creeping is before the walking, the 
crawling before the soaring. The shapeless quarry 
is before the polished shaft, and the drossy ore be- 
fore the refined gold. And the fact is in perfect 
accordance with the philosophy of nature, or the 
universal economy of God in his works, that the 
commencement of human existence is in the low- 



THE HYPOTHESIS NOT PHILOSPHICAL. 63 

est human state, the earthly, and that its change 
shall be upward. The Seriptut^s do n6i narrate 
to us the origin of any grade of beings but those 
of our own world; but we know that some of 
the angels, who visited the SEtcrfed pen-men, de- 
clared themselves to have oncef been tnen on the 
earth. And it is soundly philosophical to suppose 
that all the inhabitants of spiritual spheres were 
originally created compound beings, 6f matter and 
spirit, on some of the numerous globes in the uni- 
verse. Dr. Beecher's philosophy is up side down, 
and hind-side before. 

6. The new hypothesis of which w6 speak i^ 
opposed by our consciousness. We are donsciouis 
of our present existence and this only. We havie 
but tAvo faculties for the recognition of any exis- 
tence of our own but the present. These are hopci 
and memory, the former taking hold upon the fu- 
ture, and the lattei: upon the past. But Ave hav€^ 
no memory of oiir pr^-existence. When We havei 
been asked whether we believed that \ve should 
know ourselves in the future life, we have answer- 
ed that we shall know ourselves, else we shall 
have no futm'c existence. God may create other 
beings after us, but if we ate iiot to lecogmrM 
ourselves hereafter, there is no future existence to 
us. So with regard to the past ; however numer- 
ous may have been the past grades of being, and 
however parts of the materials which now compose 
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our being were parts of the persons of other beings 
before us, yet as there is no personal consciousness 
of a pre-existent being borne along by and in us, 
we are not that being, nor are we at all responsi- 
ble for what he may have done or omitted to do. 
And our want of recollection of a previous exis- 
tence is not an exception, owing to mal-formation 
or accidental injury of the brain. It is the uni- 
versal experience. The memory of a pre-exis- 
tence has never yet entered our world. 

But enough of this for the present. With pro- 
found respect for the talent, the boldness, and the 
ingenuity of the Doctor, we turn our back upon 
the speculation of his brain and proceed to 
show, — 

II., That his hypothesis would avail him noth- 
ing if it were true. We agree with his Trinitarian 
brother of the New York Christian Intelligencer^ 
in his notice of the book, that the Doctor's mak- 
ing a remove of the origin of sin from this to a 
previous state, in order to remove the conflict of 
the creed with the principles of honor and right in 
God, is in character with the Indian philosopher's 
description of the foundation of the earth. He had 
the earth to rest upon a tortoise's back, and the 
tortoise to stand upon a great flat rock, and fur- 
ther he could not explain. The Doctor only 
removes the difficulty a step back, and leaves it 
just as hard to explain as it was before. His 
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own active mind Avill soon find itself in as great 
distress for the want of harmony with the princi- 
ples of honor and right in G od, as it confessedly 
was before he hit upon this expedient. To this 
point let us now bend our attention. 

1. Let us first understand how much is com- 
prehended in this divinely constituted, divinely 
adapted, and divinely communicated law of honor 
and right. Sometimes our author speaks of it as 
a general and unlimited principle. This is the only 
view of it which can make it a principle of the 
divine administration, and not a temporary expe- 
dient. But when he has his eye on his forthcom- 
ing hypothesis of harmonization he becomes cramp- 
ed, and to forelay for his " re-adjustment," he 
speaks guardedly of the obligations of the law of 
honor and right in the Creator towards neio created 
beings. When the kind hearted reader comes 
to these restrained, wary, and obviously forelay- 
ing forms of expression, his own principles of 
honor and right are chilled with the consciousness 
that the author feels not yet free, and cannot yet 
carry out his own premises. If the law of honor and 
right in relation to his preaturesis not a fixed and 
eternal principle in God, but is only a partial, fit- 
ful, and temporary expedient, then it is not a 
matter worth talking much about, nor worthy of 
our reverence and trust. We know not, in such 
case, that it has any relation to or concern with 
5 
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Tis, or with our world, or we ^vith that. Indeed, 
it seems to be the ultimate design of the Doctor 
to show that there is no such principle in the 
divine administration for this world; that it is 
only for new made beings, and we had become 
so old and so naughty before we came here, that 
we had outgrown and forfeited all claim upon 
this beautiful principle. Then, in all our religious 
training of ourselves and our children, in all our 
appeals to them to give their love ^hd trust and 
reverence to God, we can found no such appeal 
upon the principle of honor and right in God to 
us, since it only extends to new-created beings^ 
which we are not. And yet, in his eloquent 
argument for this principle, he earnestly pleads 
for it as an eternal principle, belonging to the 
moral nature of God, and qualifying all his pur- 
poses and dealings affecting all his creatures, those 
in this world in particular. And his referenced, in 
proof of his positions, to Jehovah's appeals to the 
principles of honor and right in controversy with 
his creatures, are all to appeals referring to his 
conduct towards the inhabitants of this world. 
Evidently our author's mind is somewhat confus- 
ed, and he has not yet found the resting place 
from the conflict of creeds and principles. 

Let us now bring into distinct view our author's 
great moral argument in behalf of the Creator's 
government, as it stands based upon fixed and 
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eternal principles, challenging the rei^ct and 
homage of all created minds, in all stages of exist«> 
ence. 

He has, €us we showed by ample quotations 
from his book in our first and second Letters^ 
recognized and established the position that the 
law of honor and right is the law of God's own 
moral nature ; that it is not his doing a thing that 
makes it right, but he does it because it is right ; 
that he has implanted in the human mind an instinct* 
ive perception and judgment of honor and right) 
which is the same in kind as it is m God himself^ 
and is appealed to by the Creator in all cases of 
controversy with his creatures as to the righteous^ 
ness of his government ; that the obligations of 
the principles of honor and right are not diminished, 
l«itare increased, by an increase of power ; and tlmt 
these principles bind upon the superior the obliga* 
tions to use his more exalted powers for the good 
of inferior minds. And the distinction between 
this benevolent use of superior power, and its 
absorptk>n in selfish interests, regardless of others' 
welfare, he emphatically characterizes as the dis- 
tinction between the dwine and the saianic spirit. 

Now, in all this, which is plain, unsophisticated 
common sense, and Bible sense, the Doctor deals 
in general and eternal principles. If there is any 
seriousness, any honor, any greatness of mind, as 
there certainly is, in this book, its aatfaor does not 
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mean to give .us a Divinity like the political dema- 
gogue, who makes a show of honor and right to- 
day to divert our scrutiny of schemes of future 
tyranny and wrong. No ; he means to introduce 
to our confidence and love the adorable qualities 
of the Lord Jehovah, which are worthy of our 
' eternal esteem ; the li^me yesterday, to-day, and 
forever. In illustrating these principles of honor 
and right, he appeals not only to the obligations of 
parents to their new-born children, but with equal 
«mphasis, to the obUgation of a//, who occupy 
positions of power and influence, towards any and 
all who are weaker, or who may fall within the 
sphere of their influence. He says, pp. 32, 33 : 

^' When, in this world, those who have gained 
"wealth, knowledge and power, separate them- 
" selves in feeling and sympathy from the poor, 
" ignorant and weak, and form select and exclu- 
"sive circles, as if their superior powers and 
" advantages imposed on them no obligation to 
" sympathize with the sufferings and promote the 
" welfare of those below them, can anything more 
" perfectly illustrate the satanic spirit of him whose 
" law is selfishness ? Ought not the spirit of God 
" to be entiirely the reverse of this ? Is it not ? 
" Could he he honorable or right if it were not so ? 
** Does any one allege his right, as Creator, to do 
** as he will with his creatures ? Within certain 
" limits, he has this right. But creation gives no 
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** right to the Creator to disregard or to undervalue 
" the well-being of creatures, or to treat them con- 
^* trary to the laws of their intellectual, moral and 
** voluntary nature, on the ground that he created 
*^ them. It is not enough to say, that as he would 
** treat them if he had not made them, so ought he 
^' now to treat them. On the other hand, the fact 
" that he created them makes the most touching of 
^' all appeals to every principle of honor and right 
" in the Almighty Creator to be their defender, 
** protector and friend." 

This is a fair and ingenuous exposition of the 
nature, demands and operations of the principles 
of honor and right in God and men. He treats 
not alone of the obligations which these principles 
impose on the father towards his infant child, but 
of the obligations of any being in power, towards 
any being over whom he may exercise authority 
or influence. This presentation of the grand moral 
argument creates no occasion for the inquiry how 
old a person must become in order to suffer a tran- 
sit from the sphere where honor and right have 
dominicm. It establishes principles of universal 
application. 

Further to elucidate this moral argument, we 
will suppose that Botany Bay, the British national 
prison, were given by the English crown to Dr. 
Beecher. He is made the owner and sovereign of 
Ijie territory and its community ; it is his colony- 
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What are the obligations imposed upon him by the 
principles of honor and right in relation to hi» 
treatment of that community ? It is not composed 
of new-born infants, but of old offenders* Yet he 
is bound to do all he can for their improvement 
and welfare. Were he to throw any obstacles i» 
the way of their reformation and improvement, to- 
use means to make his community the abode of 
only perpetuated crime and misery, or even to 
neglect to use all the means in his power for their 
good, moral and physical, he would suffer the exe» 
cration of aU wise and good men, as a devil incar- 
nate* 

Well, then, suppose this world was, as Dr* 
Beecher's new hypothesis will have it,- our heav* 
enly Father's Botany Bay^ and that all we are 
transported convicts, banished from heaven because 
of our trespasses there. Is not God still our owner^ 
our father, our sovereign ? Are we not his depen- 
dent creatures, Hving and having our being in him ? 
And does not our author's moral argument demon- 
strate that he is bound by the principles of honor 
and right to deal with us in merciful righteousness^ 
employing his infinite wisdom and power iot our 
correction and ultimate happiness ? And so our 
author defines his meaning. He describes hi» 
second great moving power of Christianity as being 
"A full development of the honor, justice and 
benevolence of God^ in all his dealings with men. 
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SO made, as, in the first place, to free him from the 
charge of dishonorably ruining them, and then to, 
exhibit him as earnestly and benevolently engaged 
in efforts for their salvation^ through Christ, after 
they have been ruined by their own faultJ*^ pp. 16, 
17. 

Now in the light of his full and explicit moral 
argument, let us view our author's new hypothesis. 
He provides for men's becoming sinners in a pre- 
vious angelic state, and then provides this world 
for them as a temporary moral hospital, (for such 
he calls it, on page 232,) and this, he thinks, 
removes the difficulty of reconciling the condition 
of men on the earth with the principles of honor 
and right in God. 

And what is this condition ? Look at it with 
candid scrutiny, as the Doctor describes it. " In 
it," he says, " are collected the diseased of past 
^' ages, the fallen of all preceding geitferations of 
" creatures." And what is the design of a hos- 
pital ? It is a nursery for the sick, to succor them 
from unendurable exposure, remove their diseases, 
and restore them to health and usefulness. But 
look here ! What a hospftal our Doctor's God 

HAS PROVmED FOR THE DISEASED OF PAST AGES ! ! 

They have become morally diseased in an angelic 
state of being. And now, instead of making a 
hospital to be a shield from hurtful exposure, he 
tenknls these diseased spirits in bodies, whose ap- 
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petites and passions are such impelling forces to 
sin that the Scripture writers mistook them to be 
the original producers of sinful lusts ; and then he 
places them in such social relations as multiply the 
forces of evil ; and still further, O mirabile dictu ! 
he turns loose amongst them a numerous host of 
cunning, malicious, powerful and invisible devils, 
commanded by a mighty generalissimo, who once 
challenged omnipotence with the Almighty, and 
greatly depopulated heaven. These spiritual tempt- 
ers and deceivers are ever vigilant, and take every 
advantage of human weakness, and even pre-dis- 
position to sin, to strengthen that disposition, and 
to lay and manage plans for its ruinous develop- 
ments in action. 

What a moral hospital! Why, dear Doctor, 
you present us with a picture more shocking to the 
moral sense than that which you have displaced by 
it. We grant that, to subject to such exposures 
new-made and healthy beings, and turn upon them 
such terrible destroyers, especially if the result i» 
to be their endless ruin, is bad enough ; but then 
to turn such satanic destroyers into a hospitalj and 
look on and see them work such havoc among the 
sick and fallen, is more satanic than all the rest. 
Surely the Doctor's expedient for escape from the 
conflict of ages, is " as if a man did flee from a 
" lion, and a bear met him ; or went into the house, 
" and leaned his hand on the wall, and a serpent 
"bit him." (Amosv: 19.) 
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But for what purpose does our author have it 
that God has sent us into such a hospital as this ? 
He says, p. 197, " He unfolds to us the great fact 
" that all things in this world centre and terminate 
" in the redemption of the church." And p. 168, 
" We are the race from which the church is to 
" be redeemed, and all of our race not included in 
"this redemption are to perish forever." And 
this entire movement he calls an act of divine sov» 
ereignty. 

Here, then, is the picture : God has millions of 
sinful spiritual children, and he desires to sift out 
from among them a little church, and let the mass 
of them go to endless ruin. With this view he 
goes at work tampering with the whole helpless 
mass ; with spiritual tendency only to evil, he puts 
them into gross fleshly bodies increasing the forces 
of evil, and sallies upon them with legions of 
devils to drag them still downward, accelerating 
the downward forces of both their physical and 
spiritual natures, and having by his own sovereign 
power taken out a church from among them, goes 
through the mockery of a judgment upon them 
for ah eternal doom " according to the deeds done 
in the body," and deeds done mider the helpless 
circumstances just described. Have any of the 
Doctor's coadjutors or predecessors ev^r held a 
form of belief more completely at war with the 
principles of honor and right in God, the principles 
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which he himself defines so as "to exhibit the Crea- 
" tor as earnestly and benevolently engaged for 
" their salvation through Christ, after they have 
" been ruined by their own fault ?" How could the 
mind, capable of such a moral argument, so soon 
abandon it for the sake of saving the creed which 
has occasioned the long and painful conflict? 
Why, when he had explained the system of this 
world to be a system of divine sovereignty, and 
salvation through Christ to be the regenerating 
work of grace alone, why should he not, seeing 
his moral argument also required it, have submitted 
to the revealed gospel scheme of God in Christ, 
"by him to reconcile all things unto himself?'* 
When this would perfectly consummate the moral 
argument, and when the revealed word on the 
purpose of G od in Christ every where presents it 
in this light, why should our bold and learned 
author have feared to adopt it ? 

But perhaps the t)octor has some important 
good to effect by the endless torments of his breth- 
ren of the human race. Yes, this is his apology 
for his God. After quoting with approbation 
from Dr. Woods, where he assumes that the 
eternal sufferings of the lost will " be the means 
" of making a brighter and more diversified dis- 
" play of the divine perfections, and thus of giving 
" the intelligent creation as a whole, a higher 
" knowledge and enjoyment of God," our author 



WHERE IS THE ^OOD ? 75 

says that from this view of the necessity of the 
misery of a part for the highest good of the rest 
" would naturally arise a system like that in this 
" world, for the redemption of a part of those 
" who had fallen and the exposure (to endless 
"shame and suffering) of the rest, the whole 
" resulting in a full development of God, and a 
" removal of all future occasions of unbelief.'' 
And further he argues, that if this final doom of 
a part were not necessary for the greatest good 
of the whole, that is, of the rest, " the suiFerings of 
" the lost are so much needless, and worse than 
" needless misery." And he adds, " this view of 
" the case impeaches the character of God, dark- 
" ens the whole system, sickens the mind, and 
" renders non-existence more desirable than life,'* 
p. 486. 

Indeed, the Doctor seems to be in the way of 
narrowing down the application of the law of 
honor and right in God, so that if it should only 
discharge its obligations to himself lie would be 
abundantly satisfied. But if the goodness of God 
should not extend to Am, h^ would not be a God 
vsrorth trusting or loving. 

Come back, dear Doctor, a few minutes, and 
refresh the mind with a brief recognition again of 
the principle of honor and right. Say, now, 
what good purpose is the supposed endlass misery 
of the lost to effect ? You answer, it is to display 
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the divine perfections more brightly. To whom ? 
To the lost ? No, to the saved. For what ? For 
the Creator's good ? No, for the increased hap- 
piness of the rest of mankind. Now we are 
eittremely doubtful whether God's glory will 
appear any brighter, or his character any more 
lovely, to any good being in the universe, by rea- 
son of his subjecting others of his dependent 
children to endless torments. But let that go. 
Let us see what arrangement can be made. Now 
be it known that I, Sylvanus Cobb, will consent 
and even petition, to be permitted to forego that 
extra share of happiness which was to be added 
to me by the infinite suffering of my brothers and 
sisters, and to put up with that moderate degree 
of happiness which I may enjoy in the divine love 
and grace in common with all, for the sake of 
having them, too, reformed and blessed. And 
who else, of the righteous, will join in this con- 
sent and petition ? Will not you. Dr. Beecher ? 
Yes, on reflection you will ; and so will all holy 
beings in the universe. We have a imanimous 
petition from the righteous, to be disencumbered 
of that enormous surfeit of enjoyment whie^ 
should be derived from the endless miseries of 
others. Now, respected Doctor, what apology 
will you henceforth have for your God, if he per- 
sists in his unmerciftil treatment of the rest of 
mankind. You have acknowle^ed that if it 
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were not that it should add pleasure to the right- 
eous, there would be no defence of the work of 
ceaseless torment; and now you see that the 
righteous all refuse that pleasure. And you, Sir, 
the other day, when writing the earlier part of 
your book, lead oif in the rejection of that dia- 
bolical pleasure. The following is your bold and 
manly expression on this subject, which our 
readers will be pleased to give a second read* 
ing: 

" If it is said, God, as the greatest of all beings, 
" makes himself and not his creatures, his great 
" end, it is enough to say, in reply, even if this 
" were so — on which I do not feeil called upon 
"now to express an opinion — still, God cannot 
" promote either his own happiness or glory, ex- 
" cept by the observance of the principles of honor 
" and right of which we are now speaking. 
" Even if, therefore, he makes himself his chief 
" end, he must observe them. Nor could he make 
" any other truly honorable minds happy, if he 
" were to disregard these principles, for the sake 
" of any supposed greater good of which they are 
" to partake. A truly honorable mind cannot con- 
" ceive of a higher good, than that the God whom 
" he loves and adores should fulfil, to the highest 
" conceivable degree of exactness, every demand 
" of honor and right to every created mind, how- 
" ever small. 
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" No personal honor, no exaltation, no amount 
" of enjoyment, would bribe such a mind to be 
" satisfied with a God who (even for his sake) had 
" disregarded the principles of honor to any one, 
" even the least of all created minds. And it calls 
" for a serious review of his opinions, if any one 
" is conscious of ascribing to God acts which make 
"him fear to admit this principle in its full extent. 
"God glories in defending the smallest and the 
" feeblest of all his creatures." 

There, Doctor, you are right. We agree with 
you perfectly in this matter, and all the universe 
of holy beings respond, AMEN. 

And now we will ask our author, and our readers, 
to ruminate on these things till their next oppor- 
tunity, when, after overhauhng a Uttle further the 
new hypothesis, we will present the true system 
of harmony. 
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LETTER V. 

Further Objections to the New Hypothesis--^ The 
true Reconciliation — The alleged Facts. 

We have arrived at that point in this review, at 
which we feel impelled to change our address 
from the third person to the second, and speak 
directly, as friend with friend, to the author of the 
" Conflict of Ages." We wish to address direct^ 
ly to his well disciplined judgment some impor- 
tant facts, principles and considerations, which 
we think will aid him in his search after harmo- 
nization. 

We have given you several reasons, dear Sir, 
for regarding your new hypothec of pre-exist- 
ence as hypothetical only ; and siMtje important 
reasons, also, for the «u®urtiptic»i that it wotUd 
avail you nothing if it were true. On the latter 
point we respectfully invite your attention to some 
other considerations. 

The chief concern of your book is with the priH' 
ciples of honor and right in God. It is to " vindi- 
cate," not the ways of man to God, but " the ways 
of God to man." How does your new hypothesis 
reconcile with the principles of honor and right in 



80 REVIEW OF CONFUCT OF AGES. 

God, his authorship of countless millions of im- 
mortal intelligent existences, which are, in and to 
themselves, an infinite curse ? 

It appears to us that there is a weight and a 

, fairness in Dr. Wood's statement on this point, 
which your answer to him does not dispose ol. 
You quote Dr. Woods on the theory of pre^-exist- 
ence, as saying, (in his Works, Vol. ii, p. 365,) 
" This hypothesis, even if admitted to be true, 
" would still fail of answering the purpose intended, 
" Although it might furnish some plausible account 
" of our innate depravity, it would cast no light 
" on the fact of our having sinned in a previous 
"state and so would leave the great difficulty 
"untouched. Why moral evil should ever be 

'"suffered to exist in beings who are entirely 
" dependent on God^ and under his control, and 
"how its existence caft be accounted for consis- 
" tently with the infinite perfections of God, is a 
" question to which human wisdom, untaught from 
" above, can give no satisfactory answer." 

To this ingenuous concession of Dr. Woods, you 
answer : " To this there is a reply obvious, simple 
" and conclusive. The real and great difficulty 
" lies, not in the idea that firee agents should sin, 
" but in the idea that God should bring man into 
" being with a nature morally depraved, anterior 
" to any will, wish, desire or knowledge of his 
"own, or with a constitution so deranged and 
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" corrupt a^ to tend to sin with a power that no 
"man can overcome in himself or others; and 
" that in addition to this he should place him in a 
" state, of so great social disadvantage, and, as the 
" climax, expose him, so weak, to the fearful wiles . 
'^ of powerful and malignant spirits.'' This diffi- 
culty, you think, your hypothesis does remove, 
and so, at least, " it removes a system positively 
" unjust, and in its place, presents one simply 
" mysterious.'' pp. 473-4. 

Now to us it does not appear that you have 
met the statement of Dr. Woods fairly. He 
meant to present, in a comprehensive view, the 
whole difficulty in the way of reconciling, to 
human reason, the fact of moral evil, with the 
divine perfections. But you, in your reply, attempt 
to divert attention from the great difficulty, by 
thrustirig forward a particular phase of it. But 
taking even your phase of it, which is the alleged* 
state and tendency of man in the present hfe, we 
showed in our preceding Letter that your hypoth- 
esis does not harmonize it with your own view of 
the principles of honor and right in God. You 
define these principles as involving tl\e obhgation 
of the Creator to endeavor, seriously and earnestly 
to restore, and render ultimately blessed, his crea- 
tures, " after they have ruined themselves by their 
own fault." Now it must be obvious to your own 
mind on a review, that your theory of this world 
6 
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makes the Creator's treatment here of " those who 
had ruined themselves," to be as perfectly at war 
with your own description of honor and right, as 
does the Old or New School theory. * 

And then with regard to the origin of evil, as 
Dr. Woods remarks, the removal of it back from 
this to a previous state of human existence does not 
remove the difficulty. "Why moral evil should 
'J ever be suffered to exist in beings who are entirely 
" dependent on God and under his control, and how 
" its existence can be accounted for consistently with 
" the infinite perfections of God," is the liar d ques- 
tion, which, in connection with your theory of 
ultimate results, stands out and looks you in the 
face, and which your hypothesis makes no approach 
towards answering. And you virtually acknowl- 
edge that the shift you have made of it does but 
brush it out of this world into a dark region of 
cloud-covered " mystery." But you must be more 
easily satisfied than was the old rat in the fable, 
if you can rest as in perfect safety with barely 
having the old monster, that has caused the terri- 
ble conffict of the ages, hid under a slight covering 
of mystery. Surely this will never satisfy those 
children of God, whom you describe as benevo- 
lent minds, " whose every honorable impulse calls 
" for the assurance concerning God," that he will 
" so exert his infinite powers, as shall most entirely 
^*tend to promote his creature's eternal good." 
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p. 22, You have very faithfully shown that such 
minds can never be satisfied Avith the arbitrary cry 
of " mystery." 

But you will say that your hypothesis assumes 
that the helpless sinfulness of men here, and their 
doom to wretchedness forever, is what they, in their 
previous state, incurred by their own fsiult, — and 
that we have no right to complain of God for what 
his creatpres do, though they make themselves 
the subjects of infinite sufferings. 

My dear Sir, we are not finding fault with God; 
We adore him in all his ways, and in all his 
revealed purposes we adore him supremely. Nor 
do we attempt to exculpate man from blame in his 
disregard of his Creator's laws. But the nature 
and extent of human blame is not now the subject 
of discussion. We are co-operating with you to 
*' vindicate the ways of God to man." And now 
what do you mean, when you tacitly admit that it 
would cast a foul stain upon the character of God 
to assert that he has created millions of morcd 
beings for the purpose of making their existence 
an infinite evil, and yet assert that he will permit 
them to bring the same evil upon themselves ? We 
will remind you again, that we are not treating on 
the merit or de-merit of human works, but on the 
moral character of the Creator's conduct towards 
his dependent creatures. And in doing this 
we will try to walk in the light of your own 
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established principles of honor and right. We 
will view the Creator, before all human action, 
because prior to human existence, as contemplat- 
ing the creation of such a race of beings. He 
contemplates their creation in certain natures and 
tendencies, through which he sees that they will 
certainly make their existence an endless curse. 
Yet in this certain knowledge of the result, he who 
was infinitely happy in his own eternal fulness, and 
who, as a good being, could have had no motive 
to create but to diffuse blessedness, called the con- 
templated race out of unconscious nonentity into 
being,. in the nature and circumstances which he 
saw would bring out a result so horrible. With 
him who saw the end from the beginning,/or what 
purpose was this ? 

Weaker minded men than you may evade this 
question in conversation; but you cannot evade 
it. If we may conceive of such a thing as infinite 
malignity, and by personification call it Satar^, for 
what purpose more consistent with himself could 
he think to create children, than to make their exist- 
ence an infinite curse ? Or, if he could certainly 
know that such would be the cruel result, what 
would he care, whether it were brought about by 
the agency he would give them, in the midst of 
the complicated circumstances upon which he 
would throw them, or whether it should be by his 
own agency more directly exerted ? Indeed, your 
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theory ascribes to your God a character worse 
than you ever thought to ascribe to your devil. 
You represent him as having conceived the spirit 
and purpose of retaliation against God, for his own 
disappointment in his ambitious schemes when he 
raised rebellion in heaven; and as seeking to 
gratify his spite against God by ruining pthers of 
his weak, dependent children. But you never pre- 
sumed to speak or think so meanly of your devil, 
as that he would create or beget children of his own 
to make them finally miserable. But /Ai5 disposi- 
tion youascribe to your God. 

You will pardon us, dear Doctor, for this plain- 
ness of speech. We are addressing ourself to one 
whose book presents us with the noblest specimen 
of plainness of speech in vindication of honor and 
right in God, against the creeds of men, even of 
your most revered brethren ; and you will appre- 
ciate our fraternal aid to your progressive mind in 
carrying out yovr moral argument. And now we 
come to the true reconciliation. 

1. The Deity is infinite in all moral perfections, 
the controling quality of which is love : and he is 
supremely happy in his o^vn eternal fulness. 

2. A perfectly good being can be disposed to 
do unto others only good, and a perfectly happy 
being can have no desire to act upon others but 
for the dissemination of happiness. 

3. Accordingly, God, supremely good and infi- 
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nitely happy, has never exerted his creative power 
to impart existence to other beings, but to make 
their existence their ultimate blessing. 

4. Hence, the creation of the human race was 
and is a motion of the divine goodness, with the 
view to rear up a great family of children to be 
sharers with himself of immortal felicity and bless- 
edness. 

5. The infinite wisdom of God has devised a 
perfect ^md efficient plan, and his almighty powei 
will superintend and prosecute that plan, unto the 
consummation of his highest wishes and intentions, 
in the harmonization of all created spirits with the 
Eternal, and the ultimate and everlasting happi* 
ness of the moral universe. 

Here is a theory in perfect harmony with the 
principles of honor and right in the Creator, and 
in harmony with itself. And the only question to 
be discussed between tis is, " is it true ? '^ It is 
true. If there is any truth in heaven or earth, it 
is true. The premises are y/)ur mvn. You have 
asserted that the principles of honor and right in 
God bind him *^ so to exert his infinite powers,^ and 
*' so to order his infinite example, as shall most 
" entirely tend to prc»note the eternal good of his 
*' creatures.^' This moral premise being conceded, 
the conclusion given in our theory is unavoidable 
It cannot be avoided but by ascribing failure and 
disappointment to the Deity, which would be 
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throwing away the God of the Bible, and leaving 
nothing to be hoped for in the universe. 

But you will say that the Bible opposes this 
theory. In remarking on John Foster's Univer- 
salism, you admit that it has great power in its 
" appeal to the principles of honor and right," but 
assert that " the Bible will ever powerfully re-act " 
against it. p. 157. But we hold you to what you 
advocate on page 29. Having established the 
principles of honor and right, you say, ** These we 
" are not violently to suppress by pre-conceived 
" theories, or assumed facts. If any alleged actions 
*' of God come into collision with the natural and 
^' intuitive judgments of the human mind concern- 
•' ing what is honorable and right on the points 
*' specified, there is better reason to call in question 
** the alleged facts than to suppose those principles 
"to be false which God has made the human 
" mind intuitively to recognize as true." This is 
sound philosophy, and we hold you to it. And 
we respectfully ask you whether you have sub- 
mitted yourself to this rule of judgment in your 
review of the Scriptures, suspecting that you have 
misconstrued them and assumed for facts in regard 
to their teaching what are not facts. We think we 
shall hereafter show to your satisfaction, that your 
assumption that the Bible re-acts against our theory 
is unfounded in fact. 

But you say that the Universalist theory fails to 
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harmonize witli the principles of honor and right 
in God, with the existing facts of this world, such 
as the born depravity of human nature, and the 
presence and power of the devil and his angels. 

With regard to the difficulty involved in these 
assumed facts, on the supposition that men are 
here new-created beings, you say, p. 158, *' It is 
" no relief to this to say that God will not punish 
** them forever for the sins which originate in such 
" a constitution and circumstances. This would 
" be no compensation for tvronging them in the 
" outset.'' 

Now we have reminded you before, of the 
unfairness o( your going to John Foster, great 
and good though he was, for a representative of 
Universalism as a system of theology. But take 
even his sentiments as they were, a Baptist whose 
mind had been forced out, by the moral argument^ 
into the one result, the final salvation of all. You 
run by his faith as the timid run by a grave yard 
in the night. You do^not give it a dehberate con- 
sideration. Why do you assume so hastily that 
the introduction of mankind into this world under 
existing circumstances, even as Foster had been 
taught by his creed to define them, is a wrong to 
them on the part of the Creator ? If the Creator, 
in his infinite wisdom, saw fit to give man an 
initiatory state of being in a constitution and world 
like this, for the purpose of that experience, disci- 
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pline and development, which should contribute 
to his quahfication for the higher ultimate good, 
how is this appointment a wrong to man ? ' li is 
not. And this is the theory. Foster' ^ as we have 
observed, only wrote casually on this subject ; but 
there can be no question that he, on coming, by 
force of the moral argument, to believe in univer- 
sal salvation, perfectly well understood that God 
had given man his initiatory being in a state like 
this for a wise and benevolent purpose. It is clear 
that there is no occasion for the remark with which 
you pass by this system, namely, that it involves 
a wrong done by the Creator to his creatures here 
for which they are not compensated by the suc- 
ceeding infinite good. 

And this judgment of yours seems the more 
unaccountable, when we turn to another page of 
your work, and find you laboring to reconcile, not 
a temporary evil like this, but God's alleged per- 
mission or appointment of eternal evil, with his 
goodness to aU. Arguing the philosophical neces- 
sity, to finite beings, of a development through 
experience, involving evil, in order to obtain the 
highest moral good in the whole, you say, p. 486, 
** If the limitation in question does not exist, if 
" God has unlimited power to communicate know- 
** ledge and education without dovelopment, then 
" there is no reason for the existence of evil. It dis- 
" closes nothing that could not be just as well dis- 
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" closed without it. It makes no display of the 
" attributes of God, or of his government, that 
" could not be just as perfectly made without it. 
'* The sufferings of the lost are, therefore, so much 
" needless, and worse than needless, misery. This 
" view of the case impeaches the character of God, 
" darkens the whole system, sickens the mind, 
" and renders non-existence more deskable than 
<*life." 

So then you contrive to satisfy yourself that 
God does no wrong to any one, by a system of 
creation and government which makes the tempO' 
rary sufferings of all men, and the eternal suffer- 
ings of a part, a necessary attache to a system of 
development^ which should conduct to the greatest 
ultimate good of the favored portion. Surely, then, 
you will never again charge the Creator with 
wronging' his earthly children, because he saw it 
wise and necessary to subject them all to a system 
of development involving temporary evil, in order 
to promote the greatest ultimate good of all. This 
is a theory which infinitely better harmonizes the 
facts of this world, even if they were all that you 
and John Foster were educated to view them, 
with the principles of honor and right, than your 
new "adjustment." 



TOTAL DEPRA^^TY NOT A FACT* 91 

THE FACTS*, 

But we proceed to call in question some of 
your alleged /ac/5. 

1. We call in question the doctrine of total hu- 
man depravity. You have very fairly repudiated 
the habit of dishonoring God and perpetuating 
irreconcilable difficulties for the sake of a favor- 
ite dogma. You insist that one has good reason 
to suspect himself of error, and to carefully re- 
view his opinion, if he finds himself in the behef 
of doctrines which conflict with the observation 
of facts, or with the innate judgment of honor 
and right. To say nothing here about honor and 
right, since, according to our thecwry, God wUI 
make all right in the end whatever may be the 
character of this world, — the doctrine of entire, 
innate depravity, the doctrine of universal human 
birth with sinful souls, is not true in fact. Every 
man's acquaintance with httle children constrains 
him to contradict, directly and forever, the asser- 
tion that they are born, as your hypothesis has it, 
Kterally and unqualifiedly demls incarrude. It is 
not so ; and when you open your eyes and look up- 
on your own children and others, you knovj it is not 
so. In concocting your theory, you must have 
shut yourself up in your study alone, and in your 
anxious labor to quell the rage of warring ele- 
ments, contrived to forget your own children, and 
the world of facta. 
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Neither is it a fact that adult men, even man- 
kind at large, are more disposed to evil that to 
good. We ask you to away, for the present, with 
your theorizing and creed saving, and look fear- 
lessly at facts. Peradventure you wiU say that 
you have presented a fair delineation of the facts 
in relation to human depravity in your quotations 
from Trinitarian authors, and of the concessions 
of Channing and Dewey. We grant that these 
present a class of facts. We have by no means been 
unobservant of the great amount of evil in the 
world. And when such men as Channing and 
Dewey have so over-estimated the greatness of hu- 
man nature as to make its present achievement 
Ihc ground of all for which it may hope for eter- 
nity, we wonder not that their observation of facts 
taliould sometimes produce a reversal of feeling 
which should sink them into a tone of despon- 
dency. But usually the high wrought descriptions 
of human corruption and wretchedness are drawn 
from those congregated evils which are the sores 
of the body politic. We may go into certain 
lanes and cellars of great cities, and be appalled 
with scenes from which we may come out and 
indite a glowing description of the defilement and 
degradation of humanity. But if you w^ill go 
with me on a general tour of the city and country, 
<3alling into every house and work-shop as we go, 
, and enter into familiar converse and inquiry with 
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every one, we shall find, as the general rule, 
cleanliness, self-respetet, chastity, industry, mutual 
sympathy, good will, kindness, accommodation, 
assistance in sickness and want, virtuous affec- 
tions, and general uprightness of conduct. It 
is so, undeniably it is. If there is a man of re- 
spectable understanding and good heart in the 
community who will deny this statement of gener- 
al human character, we should hke to see his 
name in connection with this denial. 

We read the histories of the world, and they 
are mainly the histories of wars and fightings ; 
the erections, revolutions, and overthrows of king- 
doms and empires. By this reading it would seem 
that evil was predominant in the world. But these 
wars and fightings were not usually from the cor- 
ruptions and animosities of the people. They 
were from the ambition and jealousies of rulers, 
whose accidental positions perverted their natures. 
Even the soldiery from among the people, in the 
parts they have taken in the conflicts, have acted 
of necessity, and not of choice. These conflicts 
have been made matters of record because they 
were remarkable events. A few volumes contain 
ihc records. But, surveying the hundreds of mil- 
lions of people, men, women and children, through 
these fifty-eight centuries, what man or angel 
could record all the private virtues, and kind af- 
fections, and blessed and blessing works of love 
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and good will, which were rife from age to age 
amongst them ? Nay, we think every observant 
tourist, and every philosophical student of nature, 
ifiust clearly perceive that, though there is much 
sin, there is more virtue, — and though there is 
much evil, there is more good, in our world. 

But here you may appeal to certain Scripture 
representations of human character, describing 
mankind as having gone out of the way, and all 
become filthy and unprofitable. There is no dis- 
pute that all who have lived to an* age of account- 
ability are, to a greater or less degree, sinners. 
But sometimes Scripture writers employ the 
strongest language of self abasement in respect 
to themselves in view of some prominent sin or 
sins of their own, as was the case with David and 
Paul. Sometimes hyperbolical language is em- 
ployed of certain communities, with reference to 
some prevaiUng corruptness of the time — as by 
the prophets of Israel. And St. Paul, when war- 
ring against the idea that human works may 
merit the grace of God, or supercede his grace, 
uses very strong and humiliating language in re- 
spect to the vileness of both divisions of earth's 
inhabitants of his day, Gentiles and Jews. But 
all these things are easily understood as natural 
and proper under the circumstances, without con- 
tradiction of obvious facts and the general treat- 
ment of man by the Scriptures 
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2. In th(^ second place, wliUc mankinilj from 
their birlh and otiward, arc not generally so bad 
as you aritj your ibeologioa! ai?*=:DciaTcj! a^s^ume 
in theory, the great degree of sin of which tliey 
do become guilty , is not conimitled a? by deMh 
iiicarnafc. Your "rc-acljuslment " has it, that 
when a chiki is born into this ivorklj the Creator 
injects into him an old deyil or fallen ai^el from 
hellj so that that devil is the sonl, and what i^ 
born of the mother is a mere tenement or instrn- 
ment provided for this devil's temporary use. 
Upon this hypothesis we should see shi to be a 
native element of the human soul, so that the 
soul would be only at home and at rest in sin^ 
and the disposition and practice of sin would be 
seen to coine of the soul from the mere love 
and prefeicnce of wrong, without temptation or 
iuiementj as the upas exhales its poison and the 
carrion its stench. But all this is contrary to fact. 
The sou I J instead of finding sin its native or 
healthful clement, finds it a state of disease and 
death, — and instead of finding it his home of 
rest J finds it a lost conditioli, and a restless one. 
And >vhen he sins, it is through the influence of 
temptation* And whence is the temptation ? We 
might range through the verities of human life for 
an answer^ but we must begin to study brevity^ and 
we should only come out at the answer presented 
to us by an apostle, and therefore %ve will take 
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his words as decisive of this point. " Let no man 
*' say, when he is tempted, I am tempted of God ; 
" for God cannot be tempted with evil, neither 
" tempteth he any man. But every man is tempted 
" when he is drawn away of his own lust, and en- 
" ticcd. Then when lust hath conceived, it bring- 
" eth forth sin ; and sin, when it is finished, (or 
" consummated) bringeth forth death." James i : 
13-15. And now if you query whether this 
lust is of the spirit or of the flesh, St. Peter an- 
swers, "abstain from fleshly lusts, which war 
" against the soul." 1 Peter, ii : 11. And St. 
Paul thus enumerates the works which are induc- 
ed by these fleshly appetites and passions : " Now 
" the works of the flesh are manifest, which are 
" these ; adultery, fornication, uncleanness, las- 
" civiousness, idolatry, witchcraft, hatred, variance, 
" emulations, wrath, strife, seditions, heresies, en- 
"vyings, murders, drunkenness, revellings, and 
« such Uke." Gal. v: 19-21. 

But we must bring this Letter to a close. We 
think we have presented considerations which Avill 
satisfy your own mind, on serious review, that the 
facts of this world are against the hypothesis that 
mankind are all born devils incarnate, and that 
the philosophy of fact and the testimony of the 
Scriptures find the origin of moral as well as phy- 
sical evil without going back into a previous state 
of being. Indeed, how much more natural it is 
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to conceive J how much morennteUigible the pro- 
position, that moral evil should originate in, and 
appertain to^ a compound constitution of being 
of flesh and spirit^ in connection with ignorance, 
earthly appetiteSj passions, and apparent conflict- 
ing interests, than that it originated in a pure 
spiritual or angelic sphere. 

But we have further considerations to offer 
on this branch of the subject, and on human 
capability, and on your kingdom of evil spirits, and 
on the Scripture teachings of the place and design 
of judgment and recompense, and the purpose 
of the Savior's mission — coming out in a most 
beautiful and glorious harmonization of all iin* 
portant points of doctrine, and all the divine 
attributes, and all created minds with the UN- 
CREATED. 
7 
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LETTER VL 

MarCs First Estate^ and the Origin of EviL 

Rev. and Dear Sir : We attempted, in our pre- 
ceding Letter, to show you that thvigs as they are 
contradict your assumed fact of man's radical and 
entire sinful nature from birth, or the souls of all 
men being old fallen angels or devils. We doubt not 
that you seriously thought this a plausible specula- 
tion when you wrote it, being driven to it as the only 
escape, with your moral argument, from Univer- 
salism ; but we candidly confess, without the least 
disrespect, that we are unable to conceive that you 
can really believe it. When you sit as teacher 
in the midst of your children, treating them as 
beings naturally capable of good impressions and 
noble principles, and when you visit the schools 
of your Ward, as Superintending Committee, and 
when you hold social intercourse with your non- 
communing parishioners, and your respected fel- 
low citizens, of all sects and no sect, you do not, 
you cannot feel, that you are teaching and associ- 
ating with rebel angels of the host of Satan. 

But it is time that we turn our attention to what 
man really is in his primitive state. The fact 
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which presents itself to our observation we regard 
as unmistakable, and it lies all along in the line of 
Scripture teachings. Man commences his being 
in innocence; in a physical constitution with ani- 
mal appetites and passions, which are first devel- 
oped, and come in most immediate contact with 
their objects. He has mind also, with understand- 
ing, reason, and moral sense, which are developed 
later, more slowly, and with greater labor. The 
animal appetites and passions are good in their 
proper sphere ; they are not sinful in themselves ; 
but the chief mission of man, and his highest good, 
are to be found in the improvement and suprem* 
acy of the intellectual and moral nature. In 
accordance with this truth, laws are inwrought 
with the physical and moral constitution of man, 
and revealed in the Scriptures, to which the mind 
is made amenable, and which requires the reason 
and moral sense to govern, and hold the appetites 
and passions, as instruments of good, in subservi- 
ence to their dictates. So, then, when the mind, 
after it has attained to a suitable maturity, yields 
to the influence of the animal nature, or of any 
objects acting upon the animal nature, to the 
transgression of the law of right, that is sin. So 
we account for the first sin, and for all sins. The 
Bible and facts go to convince us that our first 
parents possessed no diiferent nature than their 
posterity possess. Temptation had the same efiect 
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on them that it has on their posterity. True, they 
were made in the image of God ; that is, they 
were endowed with mind, and sharers of immor- 
tality. And so are mankind now, St. James, 
speaking of the improper use of the tongue, says, 
" Therewith bless we God, and therewith curse 
" we men, who are made after the similitude of 
" God." This of course, relates to men as they 
are now constituted. But they commence their 
career in ignorance, and have to learn much by 
experience. They are weak and fallible, and lia- 
ble to err. Hence, it is not difficult to understand 
how moral evil should enter our world. 

Now why should you trouble yourself to go 
•from this world, so full of these facts, and create 
that pre-existence in spiritual Ught and angeUc 
purity, to find the origin of sin ? You may avoid, 
thus, some of the difficulties of your creed, but 
you create insuperable difficulties in fact. Going 
into a spiritual and holy state for the origin of sin, 
you run upon the difficulties confessed by the ven- 
erable Dr. Emmons, in respect to the origin of 
moral evil. That venerable Doctor of your own 
Theological School speaks out upon this subject 
in the following ingenuous strain : 

" While Adam was placed in such a perfectly 
" holy and happy situation, it is extremely difficult 
" to conceive how he should be led into sin with- 
^' out the immediate interposition of the Dei^. 
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" His perfect holine^ would naturally lead him to 
*' repel with abhorrence every temptation to diso- 
**bey and dishonor the Being whom hesopremely 
*' loved. The first Adam was as totally disposed 
'' to resist the devil in Paradise, as the second 
^' Adam was to resist him in the wilderness. They 
''were both perfectly holy; and being perfectly 
'^ holy^ they stood superior to all external tempta- 
^^ fions- It is in vain to account for tlie first sin 
'* of the first man by the instrumentality of second 
^^ causes- And until we are willing to admit the 
*' interposition of the supreme First Cause, we 
'^ must be content to consider the fall ,of man aji 
** unfathomable mystery/' 

Such is the learned Doctor's reasoning; and 
we think no one who holds his opinion on tjie orig- 
inal slate of man can avoid his conclusions. And 
his views on this point are your views, with t!ie 
difference only, that he held Adam's primitive and 
holy state to have been the morning of his earthly 
being, and you hold it to have been, with Adam 
and with all men^ in a previous state* 

An important reason which theologians have had 
in mind for assmiiing a perfectly holy condition of 
man in his prknitive stale, is, that sin may be made 
to appear in aggravated (criminality. This is your 
avowed object in locating all men in such a slate 
in the beginningj and this is the direct purpose of 
Di* Emmons in locating in Sfueh a state^ though in 
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this earth, the federal head and representative of 
alllnen. In another paragraph he endeavors to 
make appear the infinite criminality of Adam in 
disobeying God, who was so infinitely good to him 
as to place him in such a perfectly holy and happy- 
state. But nothing is gained by this assumption 
towards its object. For,, so far as it respects the 
criminality of man, it is discernable in a more 
clear and consistent sense^ when we view him as 
created an innocent, intelligent and moral being, 
in a compound nature and a peccable state, than 
to view him as created perfectly holy, and then 
caused to sin and have his nature transformed to 
total corruption " by the immediate interposition 
of the supreme Fkst Caused' Or, if,, to avoid 
this disagreeable alternative, you take the other 
horn of the dilemma, which is indeed your elec- 
tion, and resolve the origin of sin into " an unfath- 
omable mystery," nothing is gained, but all is lost^ 
fatally lost in nnfathomoble mystery. 

Now reflect, dear Sir, and soberly consider the 
question, why all this painful labor ? Why rack 
the brain to such intensity for creating hypotheses 
on such a plain and outstanding matter of fact* 
Here is man before you, and you see and know 
him from the commencement of his being to his 
exit from this earthly state. And we see his prim- 
itive state to be, not perfectly holy, nor perfectly 
sinful. His primitive state is one of innocence^^and; 
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he is susceptible of both good and evil impressions. 
The Scriptures every where recognize man in this 
view, but they had no more occasion to record this 
as a revelation^ than to record as a special revela- 
tion the fact that man is mortal, and subject to 
hunger, fatigue, sickness and death. These facts 
in relatioij to man are every where recognized in 
the Scriplurie records, and so are the others. 

We repeat the inquiry with emphasis. Why all 
this labor at inventing, adjusting, and re-adjusting 
hypotheses, with which to displace the most plain 
and tangible facts ? We can tell you the reason 
why. Theologians have commenced their build- 
ing at the top, and then have put themselves at 
work to adjust the body and foundation to a shape- 
less top. Their case would be well represented 
by a laborer who has performed various services 
for an employer, from time to time, through the 
season, and on preparing for a settlement, assumes 
a monstrous fancy sum for the amount, and then 
with a wet sponge wipes off all his memoranda of 
fcicts^ and goes at work creating, and adjusting, 
and re-adjusting the items of the account, so as to 
insure the assumed result. It is a clumsy piece of 
work. He had better take the facts in the account, 
and accept the legitimate result. When he sub- 
mits to his shrewd employer his motley array of 
assumptions, and hypotheses, and adjustments, he 
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will soon find himself obliged to make his retreat 
into mysteries. 

And so comes the trouble in the case in question. 
Theologians have assumed, as a wholesome faith, 
for the result, the ultimate and never ending misery 
of a portion of the human race. Then, inorder to 
adjust this assumption to the idea of justice in the 
Deity, they must allege that this infinite misery is 
to be inflicted as a punishment for sin. And in 
order to make such an infliction appear just, even 
as a punishment of sin, they must assume that sin 
is infinite. And this assumption compels them to 
reckon the degree of demerit in sin, not according 
to the knowledge 'and capacity of the sinner, but 
according to the greatness of the law-giver ; all 
which is contrary to known fact. Then, as sin and 
its demerits are assumed to be infinite, and it is 
desirable to have some trophies of redemption of 
the human race fi-om the incurred punishment, the 
idea of an infinite atonement is put in here, as the 
means of redemption; and to get at this, they have 
brought in the doctrine of the proper Deity of 
Christ, and the suffering and death of the self- 
existent Jehovah, to open a way for the pardon of 
sinners. Then to get an adjustment suitable to 
the idea of the infinite cost of this redemption, and 
yet to preclude the possibihty of its benefits being 
seized upon by the non-elect, the doctrine of the 
entire sinfulness of himian nature is devised ; so 
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that no man having the capacity to think or act 
acceptably to God until after conversion by 
sovereign power, there is no danger that any 
besides the originally elected " church '^ will 
ever be able to intrude themselves into the com- 
pany of the saved. But here the principles of. 
honor and right in some minds become shocked, 
and they seek relief from their trouble from this 
source by introducing the doctrine of free will and 
human ability. By this means they think to exon- 
erate the Deity from all blame on account of the 
final ruin of those who die unrepentant. But to 
secure the assumed result of endless misery, they 
must make this life a day of probation, and the 
only day of probation, for eternity, and put off 
judgment and retribution to the end of the day of 
grace. And in this they do as great violence to 
the principles of honor and right in the Creator 
as any of their Augustinian or Calvinistic brethren 
possibly can. Take an extended survey of the 
human race in this world, in all nations and climes. 
See the different periods of human existence here, 
from one moment to a hundred years. Note the 
different circumstances, also, in which human life 
is passed, a great portion of cases being under 
low and corrupt parental influence, and millions 
in heathen darkness, with almost no means for 
forming a high and holy Christian character. The 
idea that this is the only state, appointed of God, 
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in which for man to form a character for eternity, 
and that he is eternedly to be treated to joy or woe, 
according to the character here formed, is the most 
preposterous, and the most dishonorable to God, 
of any thought which a perverted imagination can 
conceive. And then the hypothesis that, in this 
state, assumed to be the only day of grace, the 
only state in which reformation is admissible, God 
does not judge and punish his children ; that he 
puts retribution off until the possibility of reforma- 
tion is past, and then begins and perpetuates pun- 
ishment as a final evil, making its subjects more 
and more wicked and miserable forever ! What 
can be more utterly at war with all concep- 
tions of honor and right in the Creator, and of 
common wisdom and propriety ? What judgment 
would you pass upon the father who should reduce 
this theory to practice in his family, — who should 
take care not to punish his children in their time of 
life when it might tend to their correction, but puts 
judgment off until he knows and intends that it 
can do no good, and makes it a mere infliction of 
vengeance, of torture ? You would regard him 
as a sample of the " satanic spirit." Yet such is 
the principle involved in the reputed Orthodox 
theory of divine judgment ; and it is not reformed 
out by your own " re-adjustment." In contem- 
plating this theory of reUgious faith, we have some- 
times been struck with admiration by the language 
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of St. James : " Show me thy faith without thy 
" works, and I will show thee my faith by my 
" works." We have thought it was a happy cir- 
cumstance that so many who hold the form of faith 
above described, only show us their faith without 
their works ; that is, by their professions. And 
this is, in all reason, bad enough. If they should 
show us such a system of faith by their workSj 
Christendom would become one great Gehenna. 
But there is a theory, and it is that which we began 
to exhibit in our preceding Letter, under the head 
of HARMONIZATION, which, in giving form 
and direction to human works, will make earth 
a heaven. This position we will shortly make 
plain. 

But to return to the difficulties, or conflict of 
ages^ from the first capital false step before de- 
scribed. To help on the adjustment of the ma- 
chinery, a mighty invisible personal devil has, some 
how or other, been found tiecessary. ^ This is 
another of the assumed facts which you retain, 
and attempt to re-adjust. And yet it is difficult 
to imagine the real need of the provision of such 
an adversary for a tempter of man in this world, 
on either of the three hypotheses, the old Ortho- 
dox, yours, or ours. If mankind are all born with 
totally wicked natures, desiring sin as their native 
element, they hardly need such a personal angel 
of darkness to tempt them. Or, if they are ali 
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wicked spirits from an older sphere, being long 
practised adepts in iniquity, and it were even the 
purpose of their Creator to make sure of their 
retension in the service of sin, it is not easy to 
understand the wisdom of the economy in provid- 
ing such a supernumerary tempter. And if ours 
is the true theory, that mankind commence their 
being in innocence, with no innate desire for sin, 
as such, but weak and fallible, and with physical 
appetites and passions which make ardent appeals 
to the consent of the mind for gratification, and 
the yielding of the mind to which in violation of 
law is sin, — in this case, too, the services of the 
reputed devil are quite unnecessary. When a 
man is hungry, and the appropriate food is before 
him, he needs no foreign spirit to tempt him to eat. 
So when he has any strong desire for a given 
object, that desire is a stifficient inducement for 
hkn to seejt that object Even if the object lies in 
a forbidden path, the desire will constitute a temp- 
tation to pursue it, even there, — a temptation 
which the soul is in duty bound to resist, and 
which needs not the help on its side against the 
soul, of mighty evil spirits. 

But you insist that the Bible teaches the exist- 
ence and agency on earth, of such an adversary, 
and a large kingdom of evil spirits, under his com- 
mand. Here, then, we join issue. And we call 
upon you to examine the Bible testimony, de novOf 
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on this subject. Where will you find the supposed 
king and kingdom introduced ? 

In the Mosiac account of the first transgression , 
there is no conception of the agency of such a 
being. The temptation is ascribed to the serpent^ 
which is an emblem of cunning, and makes good 
sense as a part of an allegorical account. But to 
take this account in the popular sense, and sup- 
pose that, while Adam knew enough to give 
names to all animals according to their natures. 
Eve was so ignorant as to think that a snake was 
capable of conversing with her, and of instructing 
her in heavenly wisdom, is to argue an inferiority 
of woman which we are by no means willing to 
admit. Indeed, such a construction does really 
turn the Scripture narrative into ridicule. But 
take the account to be literal or allegorical, Moses 
had not learned in his day of the agency of any 
fallen aijgel in the case. 

If we look into the Old Testament use of the 
word satarij we find it applied as the name of a well 
about which there was strife ; and to the angel of 
the Lord who stood up an adversary (a satan) unto 
Baalam ; to David, when Saul refused to let him 
go into battle lest he should prove an adversary 
(a satan) unto him ; and to the three sons of Zer- 
uiah, of whom the commander of Israel inquired, 
" what have I done that ye should be adversaries 
" (satans) unto me ?" And so generally the word 
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is used precisely as we use the English word adver" 
sary. We Ihiiik there is but one place in the Old 
Testament where even our Orthodox brethren will 
contend that the ^vord denotes the supposed fallen 
angel. That place is the book of Job. And even 
here, the consequences of introducing that person- 
age as the proto-type of this name, are such as, 
if duly considered, must cure any reasonable mind 
of the will to construe it in this way. For it 
makes that sagacious angel who is supposed to 
understand perfectly well the infinite prescience of 
the Deity, to be so idiotic as to undertake to de- 
reive the Almighty, and make him beUeve that 
honest Job was a base hypocrite ; and it repre- 
sents the Lord Jehovah as severely afflicting his 
righteous servant, just to convince that all know* 
ing, and sneering, and incorrigible adversary, of 
what he knew just as well before, that Job was 
an honest man. This makes the whole thing far- 
cical. But if we take this book to be an Epic 
'poem, personifying the evil spirit of envy, which 
is common among men, and even creeps into 
worshipping assemblies, ascribing to base motives 
the virtues of the good, — and then representing 
the providence of God as subjecting his servant 
to trials which envy had alleged would betray his 
hypocrisy, and yet they proved his integrity, and 
rebuked and corrected the injustice of his false 
accusers, and ultimated also in his ovm best 
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good — in this view, we find a beautiful exhibition 
of profitable doctrine, a doctrine not unfrequently 
verified in the economy of God's providence. 

So if we go into the New Testament, we find 
tiie familiar use of the word satan, as in the Old, 
in the simple sense of adversary. And the word 
devil, which signifies impostor or accusor, and 
which, in the Old Testament, is only applied to 
idols, is used in the New Testament synonymously 
with satan. Accordingly Jesus called Peter sa- 
tan, when he saw him in a state of mind adverse 
to the spirit and purpose of his mission ; and Ju- 
das, when he had conceived a project of opposi- 
tion to the Master, he called a devil. 

We presume the account of the temptation in 
the wilderness is deemed the most decisive proof 
of the personality of tKe devil. But the popular 
view of this narrative, when carefully considered, 
is seen, Uke that of the book of Job, to explode 
itself. It requires us to beUeve that the wise and 
mighty prince of wicked spirits took up Jesus in 
his arms, and conveyed him through the air to 
the pinnacle of the temple and the top of the moun- 
tain, and there undertook, talking face to face, to 
persuade the SON OF GOD to worship and serve 
Mm ! Why, dear sir, if such a being there were, 
and we were as well acquainted with his /charac- 
ter as Jesus is supposed to have been, he could 
not tempt you or me in this way — seizing us in 
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his claws, and showing us his cloven foot, and 
breathing into our nostrils his sulphureous breath. 
Surely, Mr. Beeeher, you can never have set your 
comprehensive and discriminating mind at the 
work of examining this matter. If you were to do 
thus, you would clearly perceive, that the very 
cases you have relied upon for proof of your doc- 
trine of a personal devil, do in fact disprove it 
And you would see that these accounts of Christ's 
temptations, which, with your literal construction, 
involve such monstrosities, do, when taken as some 
commentators have explained, as visionary scenes 
designed to teach the Son of God what use he was 
to make of his miraculous powers — or as figura- 
tive representatives of his victories over those lure- 
ments of ambition which may ruin many — then 
the doctrine inculcated is ^en to be sublime, and 
the maimer of presenting it beautiful and impres- 
sive. 

The same will be the result, upon examination 
of the New Testament records of demoniacal pos- 
sessions. The demons compose your '' kingdom 
of evil spirits." Take, for instance, the case of 
the man among the tombs. To suppose that there 
were a legion of personal beings, fallen angels, 
making his body their habitation — and that they 
were talking out through his body, not using his 
organs of speech, is to suppose what makes a most 
ludicrous picture, — and what, after all, our learn- 
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ed theologians would not like to adopt as their 
own picture. We cannot but think that you all 
understand the language ascribed to the demons, 
to be the language of the demoniac. Then why 
not take these narratives, with a Uberal but natural 
construction, and in a rational sense. Certain 
diseases were, in that age, denommated demon- 
iacal possessions. Jesus healed ail manner of dis- 
eases, including those which were denominated as 
above. The Evangelists in recording the miracu- 
lous works of their Lord, did not undertake to 
act the philosopher, but made simple records of 
facts in their Master's life, employing terms by 
which the facts were most famiUarly described. 
They undertook not to change the name of things. 
We have their simple, plainly told facts, and the 
philosophy of them we are to study for ourselves. 
We suppose the varieties of diseases in those days 
were similar to the varieties of the present age. 
We have now the same description of cases which 
were then ascribed to demoniacal possessions, but 
science has discovered the natural causes. 

Finally, we think that a critical review will sat- 
isfy yourself that your doctrine of " a kingdom 
of wicked spirits,** or devils, is as unscriptural as 
it is unphilosophical and unneccessary. We could 
not, of course, consistently with the circumstances 
of this review, go into a critical examination of 
all the cases where the terms devil and satan occur 
8 
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in the Scriptures It would require a volume. 
But we have taken such note of the subject as to 
comprise a comprehensive view of the general sen- 
timent of the Scriptures upon it. All more critical 
and exegetical study of the Scriptures on the sub- 
ject will confirm and elucidate this view. 

No, — by the philosophy of moral ethics we arc 
assured that God has no use for a kingdom of 
wicked angelic beings ; and by the revealed word 
we are assured, by absence of proof for the affirm- 
ative, and necessary implication of the negative, 
that he has not created such a kingdom. This 
other assumed fact, then, to which it has cost you 
so much labor to adjust other points of doctrine, 
proves to be no fact. We must let it go, therefore, 
with the doctrine of innate total depravity of na- 
ture, to the congregation of things that were and 
are not. 

We will next scan that assumed result^ which, 
as we have shown, has cost so great and fruitless 
labor in the way of adjustment. We refer to 
endless punishment 
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LETTER Vn. 

The Bible does not re-act against Universalism^ 
whick is the only system of Harmonization'^-^ 
The ^* Orthodox ^^ Theory of Judgment arid Ref- 
ribution Exploded — The Scripture Doctrine of 
Judgment wukes it a Branch of Parental Govern- 
menU 

Rev. and Dear Sir : We come now to a more 
particular consideration c£ the assumed resvUkf 
which we showed in our last Letter to be, and to 
have been, the principal occasion of the terrible con^ 
flict of ages, and of the tsroublesome labor of adjust*- 
ment and re-adjustment a^ the call of hcmor and 
right. We refer to endless punishment. Insepa? 
rably connected with this is the doctAie ot a final 
day of judgment at the close of this mundane sy«r 
tem, which shall adjudicate upon the works of aU 
men done in the earthly body, and pass upontheip 
a final sentence of endless joy or endless wo, 
respectively, accordingly as their works may have 
been. These two ideas, the judgment and the 
award, are so essentially connected together in the 
theory, that it will be most convenient to considcar 
them under one head. This method will also he 
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most convenient for the reason that the same conrs« 
of Scripture examination which is required as a 
test of the one, will include the test of the other*. 

This, then, is the theory that we are to examine : 
That God has appointed this earthly Ufe, not as a 
state of disciplijie, but of trial for eternity; that 
though some live here but a moment, and others 
for all different terms of time up to seventy years, 
and in some cases to a hundred or more, and under 
all possible varieties of circumstances for so feeble 
a state, yet the great day of judgment is to turn 
them all to their irrevocable doom, according to 
the deeds done in the body. In what form this 
judgment will proceed with those who die in 
infancy and in early youth, with none but bad 
parental influence, the theologians have never 
given us to understand ; nor have you, dear Sir, 
explained it. These are among the remaining 
difiiculties involved in your system, which we must 
leave for you to re-adjust. But, as we were say- 
ing, the one only, and final judgment takes them 
all up in the character in which they shall have 
quit this earthly stage, and its awards axe not means 
of discipUne, but a, final allotment. 

You assume throughout, that this is the doctrine 
of the Bible. Here, too, we join issue with you, 
and plant ourself upon the position that no such 
doctrine, nor any resemblance of it, is taught in 
the Scriptures. With great respect for you, and 
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profound reverence for the Bible, we say that this 
theory of judgment and doom was not originally 
drawn from the Scriptures. It was derived from 
other sources, and certain detached passages of 
Scripture were applied to it, and became, by 
authority of schools, married to it. But whoever 
will examine the subject, " de novo^^ will see that 
the assumed doctrine is not in them. 

Where is the Scripture text which begins to 
reveal such a doctrine ? Do you find it in the 
original law to man in Eden ? Or is it in the report 
of the judgment which followed the first transgres- 
sion ? Not a word of it. Nor do you find any 
intimation here that it is the economy of God to 
put off all judgment to the end of his family gov- 
ernment. What an idea ! The family government 
in one world and the judgment in another ! Who 
ever heard of so absurd a theory, except from the 
creeds of men ? Who ever heard of a good fam- 
ily government without any judgment — the judg- 
ment all put off until the family government is 
ended? The doctrine is a nondescript The 
judgment is a co-or<iinate and co-operative branch 
of the family government — always. When was 
there ever known a good civil government without 
a judgment — the judgment being put off till the 
government is ended ? Never. The judgment is 
a co-operative branch of the civil government. 

So is the judgment of God. When he com- 
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menced the operation of his moral government 
over his earthly children, he commenced the ad- 
ministration of judgment. When the first hrnnan 
pair transgressed, they were forthwith called to 
judgment, and sentence pronounced. But the sen- 
tence related only to evils which they should suffer 
" until they returned to the ground." Look at that 
heinous sinner, Cain. How soon he is arraigned at 
the bar of God. Hear the examination : " What 
hast thou done ? " And the testimony : " The voice 
of thy brother's blood crieth unto me from the 
ground." And the sentence : ^^ A fugitive and a 
vagabond shalt thou be in the earth." And the 
waiUng of the culprit : " My punishment " — what, 
a punishment when there has been no judgment ? 
How, then, shall we be assured that the punish- 
ment was not all wrong ? There tvas a judgment ; 
a righteous judgment ; and we wonder not that 
the culprit exclaimed, in the bitterness of his soul^ 
" My punishment is greater than I can bear." 

And so it is throughout. Moses says, " For all 
his ways are judgment." That is, in all the dispen- 
sations of his government, be proceeds upon a 
wise and righteous decision. And in a most sol- 
emn and pointed discourse to the people of Israel, 
a kind of valedictory address, when he professed 
to be dealing with them in the most unreserved 
fulness and fidelity in respect to their responsibili 
ties and dangers, he said unto them, "See, I hava 
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<* set before thee this day, life and good, and death 
" and evil. In that I command thee this day to love 
" the Lord thy God, walk m his ways, and to keep 
" his conmiandments and his statutes and his judg- 
"ments, thai ihxm mayest live and multiply ; and the 
" Lord thy God shall bless thee in the land whither 
•* thou goest to possess it. But if thine heart turn 
" away, so that thou wilt not hear, but shalt be 
^* drawn away, and worship other gods, and serve 
" them ; I denounce unto you this day, that ,ye 
" shall surely perish, and that ye shall not prolong 
^^ your days upon tlie land whether thou passeth over 
*' Jordan to go to possess it." Deut. xxx : 16-18. 

You may pursue the reading of all the revela- 
tions of God by Moses, and you will find no in- 
timation of the doctrine of a postponement of 
judgment to the end of time, then to doom men 
for eternity. Through all the Mosiac records the 
judgment of God is represented as being a retri- 
butive form of the operative government of God, 
as a means of wholesome restraint and discipUne. 
You, Mr. Beecher, will not undertake to contro- 
vert this position. However you may have things 
seem to you in a mazy dream of theological educa- 
tion, when you open your eyes and look at the 
facts in the case, you see and know that we so far 
represent this subject truly. 

We come next to the prophets. Will you de- 
note a passage in all the prophetic books of the 
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Old Testament, in which there is the breaking 
forth to the world of the lurid light of endless 
torments? For as no such light glares in the 
records of Moses, if it comes , out through the 
prophets, we must find it there a new revelation. 
Which is the passage in the writings of the proph- 
ets, that you will take, and use, and pledge your- 
self to justify the use of, as a new revelation of 
this before unheard of doctrine ? 

You understand perfectly well that the proph- 
ets were ministers of the law under the old dis- 
pensation. They taught no new doctrine. They 
were inspired, as was Moses, to byeathe forth 
occasional predictions of the great Teacher to 
come, but their teachings in relation to the econ- 
omy of the divine government were founded upon 
the principles of the Mosiac law. They familiarly 
represent, as Moses does, that the judgment of 
God is a co-operative branch of his ever active 
government. In relation to a then past transac- 
tion of the divine government, David says, " Thou 
" didst cause judgment to be heard from heaven ; 
" the earth feared and was still, when God arose 
" to judgment, to save all the meek of the earth.'* 
Ps. Ixxvi : 8, 9. On the divine administration in 
general, he' says, " Also unto thee, O Lord, be- 
" longeth mercy ; for thou renderest to every 
"man according to his work." Ixii: 12. Again, 
" Say among the heathen that the Lord reigneth ; 



THE PROPHETS ON JUDGMENT. 121 

" the world also shall be established that it shall 
" not be moved ; he shall judge the people righte- 
" ously. Let the heavens rejoice, and let the 
" earth be glad, .... for he cometh to judge 
" the earth ; he shall judge the word with his 
" righteousnes, and the people with his truth." 
xevi : 10-13. Again, " Verily there is a reward 
" to the righteous ; verily he is a God that judgeth 
" in the earth." 

Solomon says, " Behold, the righteous shall be 
" recompensed in the earth, much more the wick- 
" ed and the sinner," Prov. xi : 31. " Though 
" hand join in hand, the w^icked shall not be unpun- 
« ished." V : 21. 

The Lord says by Ezekiel, " The time is come, 
" the day of trouble is near. Now, will I shortly 
" pour out my fury upon thee, and accomplish 
" mine anger upon thee ; and I will judge thee ac- 
" cording to thy ways, and will recompense thee for 
** all thine abominations." Ezek. vii : 7, 8. After 
making this broad annunciation of a just judg- 
ment and full recompense, he proceeds to detail 
the form of the evils which should constitute the 
ample retributions, which were to consist in wars, 
famine, £^nd pestilence. 

In chapter 5th it is written, ** Thus saith the 
" Lord God ; This is Jerusalem ; I have set it in 
^^ the midst of the nations and countries that are 
" round about her. And she hath changed my 
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" judgments into wickedness more than the na- 

" tions Therefore, thus saith the Lord 

" 1 od ; Behold I, even I, am against thee ; and will 
^* execute judgments in the midst of thee in sight 
" of the nations. And I will do in thee thsct which 
^* I have not done, and whereunto I will not any 
" more do the like, because of thine abominations. 
" Therefore the fathers shall eat their sons in the 
** midst of thee, and the sons shall eat their 
" fathers ; and I will execute judgments in thee, 
*' and the whole remnant of thee will I scatter into 
" all winds." 

Now it is not possible to produce an instance 
from all the prophets, of the threatening of a judg- 
ment more terrible than this. Indeed, this word 
of the Lord itself describes it as the most terri- 
ble of all that have preceded it, or that shall 
follow it. But that judgment was not to have 
place in that immortal resurrection world, where 
Jesus says, "they shall be children of God, 
" being children of the resurrection ;" but it was 
to be in and upon Jerusalem, in the sight of sur- 
rounding nations. 

But there is the threatening, you will say, of a 
severer judgment in the prophets. Isaiah says, 
xxxiii : 14, " The sinners in Zion are afraid ; fear- 
** fulness hath surprised the hypocrites. Who 
" among us shall dwell with the devouring fire ? 
**Who among us shall dwell with everlasting 
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*' burnings ?*' But where was this everlasting fire 
to be poured out ? Answer, upon the hypocrites 
in Zion or Jerusalem. " And the pec^le," it is 
said in the context, " shall be as the burnings of 
" lime ; as thorns cut up shall they be burned in 
" the fire." 

Now with regard to the word rendered ever- 
.asting in the Scriptures, you, dear Sir, know per* 
fectly well, that its primitive meaning is duration 
of time, indefinite. It may be said of it in relation 
to time, ^ of the adjective great in relation to 
magnitude, that its sense is to be determined by 
the nature of the subject to which it is applied. 
When it is applied to an event of time, "or to a 
thing or condition limited in its nature, its meaning 
is of course limited. And we see that the judg- 
ment described in the last quoted passage by the 
figure of " everlasting burnings," is a temporal 
Judgment. 

Jeremiah speaks of this everlasting fire thus : 
(vii : 20.) " Therefore thus saith the Lord God : 
" behold, mine anger and my fury shall be poured 
" out upon this place, upon man and upon beast^ 
" and upon the trees of the field, and upon the fruits 
" of the ground ; and it shall burn and shall not • 
" be quenched." This judgment, it will be ob- 
served, or this unquenchable fire, was to affect the 
beasts, trees, and fruits of the earth, together with 
mcn^ denoting that it was to consist in part in pes« 
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lilence and famine. The saying that the fire should 
not be quenched, simply signifies that the judg- 
ment figured by it should not be cut short or pre- 
vented. It should rage through to the accomplish- 
ment of its design. The same judgment is de- 
scribed in like manner by the same prophet, xvii : 
27. " Then will I kindle a fire in the gates thereof, 
" and it shall devour the palaces of Jerusalem, 
" and, it shall not be quenched." Another prophet, 
Isaiah, employs the same figure in description of 
the same judgment, " And they shall go forth, 
" and look upon the carcases of the men that have 
" transgressed against me ; for their worm shall 
^* not die, neither shall their fire be quenched ; and 
" they shall be an abhorring unto all flesh." Isa. 
Ixvi : 24. Reference seems to be here made to the 
valley of the son of Hinnom, which had been the 
scene of idolatrous practices by the Jews, where 
they made their children pass through the fiire to 
Molock, and which Josiah made a common recep- 
tacle of garbage and filth to prevent the common 
resort there for idolatrous ceremonies. The worms 
were constantly preying upon scattered redun- 
dances of garbage, while there was a fire kept 
constantly burning to consume as much of it as 
might be, as it was carried out. Hence, that place 
became a scene of abomination to the Jew s ; and 
it was employed by the prophets as an eml lem of 
the degradation to which that people would be- 



THE PROPHETS ON JUDGMENT. 125 

come reduced by their iniquities. They described 
it as the grand receptacle of the destroyed of their 
nation, which was calculated to impress, with a 
vivid conception of the horrors of the approaching 
judgment, the Jewish mind, which set such an esti-, 
mate upon an honorable burial, as to coin the max- 
im, ** If a man have no burial, an untimely birth is 
better than he." Eccl. vi : 3. Accordingly Jere- 
miah says, chapter 19th, " They have built the 
high places of Baal, to burn their sons with fire for 
burnt offerings unto Baal ; . . . . therefore, be- 
hold, the days come saith the Lord, that this place 
shall no more be called Tophet, nor the valley of 
the son of Hinnom, but the valley of slaughter 
.... And I ^vill make this city desolate, and 
an hissing ; and I will cause them t-o eat the flesh 
of their sons, and the flesh of their daughters ; 
.... and the houses of Jerusalem, and the 
houses of the kings of Judah, shall be defiled as 
the place of Tophet." 

From these quotations it is seen that Tophet, or 
the valley of the soji of Hinnom, was famiharly 
referred to by Israel's teachers, by way of meta- 
phor or comparison, to give a vivid impression of 
the terrible in certain temporal judgments. But 
the idea of a judgment at the end of time, and an 
eternal punishment in the spirit world, seems not 
to have entered their divinely illuminated minds. 
Search Moses and^ the prophets through and 
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through^ ftnd that doctrine is not to be fotmd. 
We have now taken a fair viaw of their general 
teachings on the ordinary operations of the divine 
judgment, rendering " great peace to them that 
love God's law," and making the wicked "as 
the troubled sea, when it cannot "rest," — 
" searching the heart and trying the " reins, even 
to give every man according to his " ways, and 
according to the fruit of his doing ;" and then 
because theologians have seized upon detached 
figurative descriptions of special national judg- 
ments as proof of their theory of one great final 
judgment day, we have examined the most 
strong and vivid of those descriptions ; — but we 
find " line upon line " in support and elucidatipn 
of our own theory, that with the administration 
of the moral government of God over his earthly 
children there is connected the administration of 
judgment ; that judgment is a co-operative branch 
of our Father's family government. Now as this 
is what should reasonably be expected in any wise 
and good government, as it harmonizes with the 
principles of honor and right in God, and is as 
familiarly taught and recognized in the Scriptures 
as are the facts of the very existence of man and 
of a divine government, why this reluctance to 
adopt it as a religious belief? Why, dear Sir, 
if we hfild not made ourselves somewhat acquainted 
with the power of a reverend and awe-inspiring 
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creed over even strong minds, we should be utterly 
unable to account for your cool and unquestioning 
assumption that the Bible I'e-acts against Universal'' 
ism, because it all along holds out the theory of 
one great final judgment at the end of time, whose 
awards are msn^s final allotment, to happiness su- 
pretne, or misery infinite. Much as we should re- 
gret to find this doctrine in the Bible, for man's 
sake, and for God's sake, whose character would 
be eternally defamed by it, yet we feel sometimes, 
in our search of the Scriptures, as if it would 
afford us some relief from our unhappy doubts of 
theological candor in high places, if we could find 
some passage of Scripture which would seem to 
furnish some plausable excuse for an application 
to your assumed theory. But we have not been 
able, thus far, tafind any Scripture testimony from 
which the Bible student could possibly draw the 
least hint of a doctrine so incongruous with all 
conceptions of good government. Yet we cannot 
for a moment doubt the honesty of the author of 
the " Conflict of Ages ;" for the hazzard which he 
has run of a loss of reputation with reverend 
brethren, by the publication of his bold produc- 
tion, is his certificate of conscientious integrity. 
We account for his utterly groundless assumption 
in respect to the subject now in question, by the 
afore-mentioned power of prejudice, and the fact 
that no motive happened to bear upcHV his mind 



128 REVIEW OF CONFLICT OF AGES. 

which induced him to examine ariew the Scripture 
teachings in relation to it. 

But, stay — we have thought of one other pas- 
sage to which you might wish, if you were stand- 
ing at our elbow, to ask our attention. It is in 
Daniel, vii : 9, 10. "I beheld till the thrones 
" were cast down, and the Ancient of days did 
" sit, whose garment was white as snow, and the 
" hair of his head like pure wool ; his throne was 
"like a fiery flame, and his wheels Uke burning 
" fire. A fiery stream issued and came forth from 
"before him; thousand thousands ministered 
" unto him, and ten thousand times ten thousand 
"stood before him: the judgment was set, and 
" the books were opened." This is indeed a 
highly poetic description of some very notable 
judgment. But to learn what judgment is here 
referred to, we will read what follows, verses 13, 
14 : "I saw in the night visions, ahd beheld one 
" like the Son of man came with the clouds of 
" heaven, and came to the Ancient of days, and 
" they brought him near before him. And there 
" was given him dominion, and glory, arid a king- 
" dom, that all people, nations, and languages 
" should serve him ; his dominion is an everlasting 
" dominion, which shall not pass away, and his 
" kingdom that which shall not be destroyed." 

This is a most distinct and instructive prophecy 
of the coming of the Son of man to set up his 
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kingdom in the world. In connection Avith the 
setting up of Christ's kingdom in the world, this 
judgment was to sit. This is an important fact, 
and decisive as to the time and nature of the poet- 
ically described judgment. To suit the purpose 
of the anti-Universalist theory, this judgment 
should have been at the end of the mediatorial 
reign, when Christ shall have given up the king- 
dom to the Father. But here is a "judgment 
set," as a simultaneous or connected event with 
the coming of the Son of man with the clouds of 
heaven, when there was given him a kingdom 
that he might subdue all people and nations to 
himself. This ancient prophecy has now become 
history. What was the judgment which was ver- 
ified about the time of the setting up of Christ's 
kingdom in the world ? It was the judgment 
which terminated the Jewish polity, and the per- 
secuting power of the Jewish enemies of the gos- 
pel, fulfilled a remarkable train of prophecies both 
of the Old and New Testaments, and gave the 
cause of Christ a popular and permanent position 
and establishment in the world. And so it hap- 
pens, dear Doctor, that this remarkable prophecy 
of judgment, also, comes out in favor of (wr theol- 
ogy, and against yours. And we ask you, and 
all our readers, to hold in remembrance this orig- 
inal prophetic description of the Son of man's 
coining with the clouds of heaven in glory, incon- 
9 
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nection with a notable judgment upon the people, 
so that you may recur to it when we come to the 
same subject in the New Testament. 

And now, what further effort have you to make 
in behalf of your theory of judgment, from the Old 
Testament ? We seem to feel the psychological 
breathing of your mind, towards one other pro- 
phetic testimony of judgment, Daniel xii : 1, 2* 
*^And at that lime shall thy people be delivered, 
" every one that shall be found written in the 
" book. And many of them that sleep in the dust 
"of the earth shall awake, some to everlasting 
" life, and some to shame and everlasting contempt. 

But here, too, by the word of the testimony, it 
is your lot to suffer, or ought we not to say enjay 
disappointinent. " And at that time thy people 
" shall be delivered." At what time ? The whole 
passage reads thus: "And at that time shall 
" Michael stand up, the great prince which stand- 
" eth for the children of the people ; and there 
" shall be a time of trouble, such as never was 
"since there was a nation, even to that same 
" time ; and at that time shall thy people be dcliv- 
" ered," &c. The time, then, of the fulfilment 
of this judgment, is distinguished as a time of 
trouble, such as never was before. When was the 
time answering to this description ? We will be 
satisfied with no human assumptions on this ques- 
tion. We must have the light of the divine word. 
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And here we have it. Jesus, in his noted dis- 
course to his disciples on the Mount of Olives, ccm* 
cerning the destruction of the temple and the end 
of the Jewish age, says. Matt, xxiv: 15-31. 
" When ye, therefore, shall see the abomination 
** of desolation, spoken of by Daniel the prophet, 
**..., then let them which be in Jerusalem fle^ 
" into the mountains, (that is, the Christ believers, 
" who were * written in the book,' and should * be 
" delivered ' from the general destruction) .... 
**'for then shall be great tribulation, such as wa« 
*' not since the be^ning of the world to this time, 
*^ no, nor ever shall be." This, of course, is the 
same time of trouble by which Daniel said the 
tiipe should be distinguished when the events he 
described should transpire. And this was not to 
be at the end of time, for then they might as well 
have remained in the city as flee into the moun- 
tainous country. Nor would it make any differ- 
ence, then, whether women had the care of infan^ 
or whether it should be in the winter, or on the 
Sabbath day. Indeed, Jesus, in this case, ex- 
pressly Umited the time of these events to that 
generation. So, then, the question is settled by 
divine authority, in respect to the time of the judg- 
ment in the 12th of Daniel. And the time being 
determined, we are of course to understand the 
phraseology employed as figuratively descriptiire 
of a general awaking, from tiie prevailing gloom 
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of persecution on the one hand, and from the leth- 
argy of false security on the other. 

And now, my dear Sir, what shall we do next, 
in support of your assumption that the Bible, by 
its doctrines of judgment and retribution, re-acts 
against Universalism ? We will go, you say, to 
the New Testament. To the New Testament? 
What ! go to the gospel for the revelation of eter- 
nal torments ? What a proposition ! St. Paul con- 
gratulates his beUeving Hebrew brethren, saying, 
" For ye are not come unto the mountain that might 
" be touched, and that burned with fire, nor unto 
" blackness, and darkness, and tempest, and unto 
" the voice of words, which voice they that heard 
" entreated that the word should not be spoken to 
" them any more : -(and so terrible was the sight, 
" that Moses said, I exceedingly fear and quake ;) 
"But ye are come unto mount Sion, and unto 
" the city of the living God, the heavenly Jerusa- 
" lem." And to the Romans he says, speaking of 
the beUever's happiness in his transition from the 
dispensation of the law to the blessed gospel of the 
grace of God, " For ye have not received the 
" spirit of bondage again to fear ; but ye have 
" received the spirit of adoption, whereby we cry, 
" Abba, Father." And to Timothy he says, " God 
" hath not given us the spirit of fear ; but of wis- 
" dom, and of love, and of a sound mind." And 
so the apostles uniformly represent the gospel as 
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altogether a revelation of good, of grace, of life 
and peace. Through faith in it they " entered 
into rest," and "rejoiced with jpy unspeakable 
and full of glory." The very meaning of the 
word gospel, is g'ood tidings. Accordingly the 
angels who announced the advent of the Messiah, 
the light of whose mission is the gospel, indicated 
the purpose of his mission by proclaiming, " Be- 
** hold, I bring you good tidings of great joy, 
" which shall be unto all people." A^d yet, dear 
Sir, you are seriously contemplating a resort to 
the gospel for the revelation of eternal torments 
for man ! If this revealment be there, the bold 
contrasts of the apostle must be reversed. For 
I would leave this mountain of "Orthodox" 
theology, and go and cast myself down at the 
foot of mount Sinai, with pleasure. And Sinai's 
doud, which, in comparison with Paul's gospel, 
was so black and portentious, should, in compari- 
son with this human gospel, appear as the soft 
cloud of spring that sails along the blue sky ; and 
Sinai's thunder, which, compared with Paul's gos- 
pel, was so fraught with appalling terror, should, 
in comparison with this later gospel, be like the 
mild floating breezes that play over the green mead- 
ows. For there was nothing revealed from Sinai's 
summit, even as all theologians are constrained to 
admit, by a million times multiplied without end 
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SO terrible, as the doctrine of entire and endless 
torments, : 

No, Dr. Beecher, we have no expectancy that^ 
having failed to find that soul withering doctrine 
in the law of works, you will succeed to find it in 
^ the gospel of the grace of God." But you will 
ponder upon it, and we will talk with you again on 
the subject. 
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LETTER Vm. 

The Assumed Result Continued — Judgement by 
Jesus Christ. 

Rev. and Dear Sir : We separated in the pre- 
ceding Letter, at the end of an earnest but una- 
vailing search to find in the Bible the *' Orthodox " 
doctrine of one final day of judgment and end- 
less punishment. Yet, in a good sense we ought 
not to call the search unavailing, since it availed 
to demonstrate that the judgment of the Scriptures 
is a co-operative branch of the universal Father's 
family government. But our research was chiefly 
devoted to the Old Testament Scriptures ; and the 
suggestion volunteered itself at the close, that we 
might find the doctrine in question in the New 
Testament, as peculiarly a gospel revelation. 

You will recollect that we gave expression to 
much surprise, (and that surprise is not yet abated) 
that when you had failed to find this appalling 
doctrine in the " law of works," you should expect 
to find it in " the gospel of the grace of God." But 
monstrous and incongruous as it would be to find 
such a doctrine from such a source, yet we will 
search and see. 



136 REVIEW OF CONFUCT OF AGES. 

The New Testament on the judicial department 
of the divine government, generally refers judg- 
ment to the administration of the Messiah. St. 
Paul says, Acts xvii : 30, 31 : " And the times of 
•*this ignorance God winked at; but now com- 
" meoideth all men every where to repent ; because 
" he hath appointed a day in the which he will 
"judge the world in righteousness by that man 
" whom he hath ordained." In our New Testa- 
ment study, therefore, of the subject of judgment, 
we shall have our attention principally called to 
judgment by Jesus Christ. And as we have found 
that in all good government, judgment is a co-op- 
erative branch of the government, and that it is so 
with the judgment of God as taught in the Scrip- 
tures, we will first examine whether it is so with 
the judgment of Christ. And to a good under- 
standing of this point, we will seek a knowledge 
of the whole subject of Christ's kingdom and 
judgment. 

We have already quoted the words of St. Paul 
to the Athenians, " And the times of this igno- 
" ranee God winked at ; but now commandeth all 
" men every where to repent, because he hath ap- 
" pointed a day in the which he will judge the 
" world in righteousness by that man whom he 
" hath ordained." When is this appointed day of 
judgment by Jesus Christ ? You will assert that 
it is at the end of this mundane system, when ail 
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the human race, including Adam and his latest 
posterity, will be * arraigned and sentenced for 
eternity, according to their conduct in time. But 
this very passage of Scripture itself furnishes irre- 
fragable proof that herein you are wrong. The 
apostle mentions the fact of this appointed judg- 
ment by Jesus Christ as a reason why the ministry 
of repentance should be sent to all men of all 
nations then^ though it had not been in the former 
ages. " And the times of this ignorance God 
winked at," or suffered to remain, as in Acts ix: 
16, that is, he did not interpose by a special reve- 
lation to the Gentile nations to break in upon their 
prevailing ignorance of the benignant purposes of 
the divine government, " but ncnv commandeth all 
men every where to repent," or to turn to God. 
Why is this ministry of repentance sent out to the 
Gentile nations now more than in the former ages ? 
The apostle answers, " Because he hath appointed 
" a day in which he will judge the world in right- 
"eousness by that man whom he hath ordained." 
Now if this judgment were what you assume, a 
future simultaneous arraignment of all men of all 
ages, to be judged for eternity according to their 
conduct in lime, it would constitute no reason for 
the extension of the ministry of repentance to the 
Gentile nations ncnv^ more than in the former ages. 
Hence, it is certain that your assumption is wrong. 
We must attain to some light on this appointed 
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day of judgment by Jesus Christ, in wliich we 
can see and maintain the force and consistency of 
Paul's argument in the case before us. And this 
light we shall gain by our proposed inquiry into 
the general subject of Christ's kingdom and judg- 
ment. 

We shall obtain essential aid in this inquiry from 
the old prophets of God, who indicated the char- 
acter and purpose of the Messiah's mission, and 
prepared the way for his coming. There is a 
prophecy in Isa. xi, which, it is reasonable to 
presume, from likeness of phraseology, had an 
influence upon the apostle's mind in the way of 
shaping his expression in the case before us. " And 
*• there shall come forth a rod out of the stem of 
" Jesse, and a branch shall grow out of his roots ; 
" and the spirit of the Lord shall rest upon him, 
** the spirit of wisdom and understanding, the spirit 
" of counse^ and might, the spirit of knowledge 
" and of the fear of the Lord ; and shall make him 
" quick of understanding in the fear of the Lord ; 
" and he shall not judge after the sight of his eyes, 
" neither reprove after the hearing of his ears ; but 
"with righteousness shall he judge the poor, 
" and reprove with equity for the meek of the 
" earth. And he shall smite the earth with the rod 
" of his mouth, and with the breath of his lips 
" shall he slay the wicked. .... The wolf 
** also shall dwell with the lamb," &o. " . • . . 
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*^ And in that day there shall be a root of Jesse, 
" which shall stand for an ensign of the people ; 
" to it shall the Gentiles seek, and his rest shall be 
" glorious." Compare this with the passage in 
Acts. St. Paul says, " He hath appointed a day in 
" the which he wSl Judge ike world in righteous* 
'* ness^ by the man whom he hath ordained." And 
the prophet had said of the Rod of Jesse, " The 
" spirit of the Lord shall rest upon him, and he shall 
*'not judge after the sight of his eyes, but in 
** righteousness shall he judge the poor y and reprove 
" with equity for the meek of the earth." Here we 
" have the same subject treated, the same judg- 
" ing in righteousness by that man whom the Father 
" had ordained. But you will say that Paul call^ 
" the time of judgment a day. And so does the 
" prophet. In thai day there shall be a root of 
" Jesse, which shall stand as an ensign of the peo- 
*' pie ; to it shall the Gentiles seek, and his rest 
" s^iall be glorious." When is that day ? If we 
can ascertain in what day the Gentiles should seek 
to the standard of Christ, we shall know what i» 
the day of judgment by Him. For in thai dayy 
when he should judge in righteousness and equity, 
the Gentiles should seek to his standard, and find his 
glorious rest. And all Christians know that the 
time when the Gentiles should seek unto Christ's 
standard, is the gospel day, or the time of his Me- 
diatorial reign. Then this i& the day appointed of 
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God in which to judge the world in righteousness 
by Him, There is no mistake here ; there can be 
none. We cannot misunderstand this subject, 
even if we wish to do so. 

The word judge is often used in the Scriptures 
for rule or govern. In this sense it is familiarly 
used in the acts of the rulers of Israel. And in 
this sense it is often used when applied to the offi- 
cial character of Christ. Isaiah says, xlii: 1-7, 
" Behold my servant whom I uphold, mine Elect 
" in whom my soul deUghteth ! I have put my 
" spirit upon him ; he shall bring forth judgment to 
" the Gentiles. .... He shall bring forth judg- 
** ment unto truth. He shall not fail nor be dis- 
^ couraged till he hath set judgment in the earth, 
** and the isles shall wait for his law." You wiU 
agree with me, that his judgment which he should 
estabhsh in the earth, and bring forth unto the 
Gentiles, and for the laws of which the isles 
should wait, is his kingdom. And to give us an 
interesting conception of the nature and design of 
his judgment, the word of God proceeds : ** I, the 
** Lord, have called thee in righteousness, and will 
" give thee for a covenant of the people a lighj of 
** the Gentiles, to open the blind eyes, and bring 
** out the prisoners from the prison, and them that 
*' sit in darkness out of the prison house." He had 
just before said, "He shall bring forth ^t^g^wew^ 
to the Gentiles ;" and now, " he shall be a light 
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to lighten the Gentiles," thus showing conclusively 
that his bringing forth judgment to the Gentiles i^ 
the extension of his kingdom among the entiles. 
And whatever external means his judgment may- 
employ, — teachings, gifts, promises, threatenings, 
rewards, punishments, — yet we see that the grand 
aim is one, the opening of the blind eyes, and 
the bringing out of -the prisoners from the prison, 
and them that sit in darkness out of the prison 
house. 

We have now learned from the Scriptures, that 
the judgment of Christ is, in its highest sense, his 
kingdom ; and that in any more restricted sense, 
as applied to the administration of rewards and 
punishments, the day of his judgment is the time 
of his Mediatorial reign, and his judgment is a co- 
operative branch of his kingdom. So then we 
find Bible sense to be common sense in relation to 
the judgment of Christ, as well as in relation to the 
judgment of the Father, and of all good govern- 
ors, — it is a disciplinary branch of his govern- 
ment. The idea of putting off liis judgment to 
the end of his Mediatorial kingdom, and then 
making its awards to be a final doom, was never 
conceived In the divine Mind, and of course never 
marred the sacred pages. 

And now, in the present light of the subject, 
we can see the force and consistency of St. Paul's 
argument in the case we have had in question* 
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** And the times of this ignorance God winked at, 
" (suffered to remain) but now commandeth all men 
" every where to repent ; because he hath appointed 
" a day," as foreshown by his prophets of old, a 
day now being ushered in, when that system of 
revelation which was adapted pecuUarly to the 
Jews, and the ministry of which was of course 
confined to that people, is passed away, and the 
reign and judgment of the Messiah is come, which 
is designed for all the world, Gentiles as well as 
Jews, This circumstance, that the kingdom of 
Christ is designed for all nations, is certainly a 
valid reason why its ministry should go out to all 
nations, unhke the ministry of the old covenant, 
which was alone for the house of Israel, and in the 
times of which God winked at, or suffered to 
remain, the prevailing spiritual ignorance of the 
heathen world. 

In respect to the New Testament teachings of 
the judgment of Christ, the remark may be made 
as in relation to the Old Testament teachings of 
the judgment of God. While there is held forth 
in the Old Testament the ever operative judgment 
of God, searching the heart and trying the reins, 
even to give every man according to his ways, and 
according to the fruit of his doings, ( Jer. xvii : 10) 
rendering happiness to the righteous, and misery 
to the wicked, verifying the sayings that " in keep- 
ing the conmiandments there is great reward," and 
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that *• there is no peace to the wicked," — there 
are also often recorded certain crises in the courses 
of iniquity, sometimes of individuals, and oftener 
of communities, when long accumulating evils are 
to break out in notable calamities, which are 
iermed jicdgTnents in a special sense, and comings 
of God in judgment. And the time of those 
calamities, to any community, is denominated, in 
relation to them, a day of judgment. Examples 
of this description are cited in our preceding Let- 
ter. Dr. Adam Clarke justly remarks on this 
point, in his comment on Matt, x : 15, that the day 
of judgment spoken of is "a day in which God 
" should send punishment on that particular city, 
" or on that person, for their crimes." And he 
adds, in relation to the judgment of Sodom and 
Gomorrah, than which that of the cities of Israel 
should be less tolerable, — " So the day of the 
^^ judgment of Sodom and Gomorrah^ was the time 
" in which the Lord destroyed them by fire and 
" brimstone, from the Lord out of heaven." 

They are the testimonies of these special judg- 
ments, which, in the New Testament as well as 
in the Old, theologians have perverted to the sup- 
port of the theory of one final judgment and end- 
less punishment. And as we cannot undertake in 
this series of letters to examine all the passages in 
the New Testament which have been so misapplied, 
we will take up that one which, of all others, had 
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been most familiarly, and with the greatest assur- 
ance, employed for the above mentioned purpose. 
This is the last paragraph of the 25th chapter of 
Matthew, concluding with the words, *' And these 
" shall go away into everlasting punishment^ but 
" the righteous into life eternal^ 

We trust. Rev. Sir, that you will cheerfully go 
with us into a candid inquiry, de novoj as to the 
time and nature of the judgment of which these 
words are expressive of the awards. 

When Jesus had closed his last address to the 
unbelieving Jews, and went out and departed from 
the temple, " his disciples came to him for to show 
" him the buildings of the temple. And Jesus said 
" unto them, See ye not these things ? Verily I 
" say unto you, there shall not be left here one 
" stone upon another that shall not be thrown 
" down. And as he sat upon the mount of Olives, 
" the disciples came unto him privately, saying, 
" Tell us, when shall these things be ? and what 
" shall be the sign of thy cpming, and of the end 
"of the world?" 

This is the occasion, and these are the questions 
which drew out the discourse of our Lord which 
closes with the words under consideration. The 
occasion of the questions from the disciples, was 
the astounding prediction of the utter dissolution 
of the magnificent temple. And their questions 
relate to but one general subject, — to the 
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when the predicted destruction should take place, 
and the sigTis of its approach. But you will re- 
mind us that there are two questions ; first " When 
shall these things be?" And second, "What 
shall be the sign of thy coming, and of the end of 
the world ? " True, but both questions relate to 
the same general subject. The disciples well 
understood that the dissolution of the Jewish tem- 
ple would be an event simultaneous with the end 
of the Jewish age, and a notable coming of the 
Son of man in his kingdom. Therefore the com- 
ing of Christ, and the end of the aionos, were 
among these thing's, concerning which they asked, 
" when shall these things be ? " Accordingly, the 
disciples' inquiries were only for the time when 
these things should be, and the sigTis ^by which 
their approach should be understood. No foreign 
subject was introduced. 

That we are right in this view is certain, from 
th*e form in which the other two Evangelists record 
these questions. Mark xiii : 3, records the ques- 
tions thus: " Tell us, when shall these things be ? 
" and what shall be the sign when all these things 
" shall be fulfilled ? " And Luke, xxi : 7 ; " And 
"^hey asked him saying, Master, but when shall 
" these things be ? and what sign will there be 
" when these things shall come to pass ?" You 
will see that these two Evangelists make their 
10 
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record directly express what we have taken Mat- 
thew's record obviously to mean. 

And now, what is the fact before us ? It is 
plainly this, — that Jesus delivers his discourse, 
recorded in Matt, xxiv and xxv, Mark xiii, and 
Luke xxi, in answer to the questions of his disci- 
ples on the mount of Olives, inquiring only for the 
time, and the sigTis of the destruction of Jerusalem, 
and connected events ; and that he does not change 
the subject 

"What learned Orthodox theologian will under- 
take to make out proof of a general judgment at 
the end of time from the twenty-fourth chapter of 
Matthew ? Some of the old commentators have, 
indeed, begun to vibrate towards that subject in 
the latter part of this chapter. Dr. Scott, on the 
commencement of chapter xxv, says, " This chap- 
" ter continues our Lord's discourse to his disci- 
" pies ; and the whole of it relates to the general 
"concerns of death and judgment, rather than^o 
" the particular events which were coming on the 
" Jewish nation. Towards the close of the fore- 
" going chapter, our Lord makes a gradual transi- 
" tion from the latter to the former subject." A 
gradual transition ! What a mazy state of mind 
fbr Ti Christian commentator to ascribe to the great 
Teacher, — so mazy, that he became gradually 
lost to the subject of his pupils' inquiries, and 
came almost to mean something else, and then to 
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mean both subjects^ and at length, imperceptibly 
and without notice, he was all lost in an infinitely 
different subject* And the transition was so 
*' gradual,'' that no mortal can tell, not even a 
mortal commentator, where it commenced. And 
in reading Scott, or any commentator whose 
mind begins at the 24th chapter^ to vibrate be- 
tween the two subjects, and finally to read lessons 
on the foreign one, you are reminded of the child 
who has committed to memory from the mother's 
recitations, a little story, and taking up a book, 
an almanac, or no matter what, and perhaps bot- 
tom upwards, reads off glibly that same favorite 
story. 

But there in an article in the BibUothica Sacra^ 
oi April and July, 1852, written by one of your 
mest learned and eminent theologians and Bibli- 
cal critics, the late Professor Moses Stuart, which 
receives the whole of chapter 24th in its own 
clear light, and elucidates the figurative style in 
which it describes the coming of the Son of maa 
in the clouds of heaven, the gathering of his elect, 
and the like, by the aid of other similar decrip- 
tions, showing that the entire chapter had its ful- 
filment in that age* 

But we will present a few specimens of the 
Professor's argumentation on this Scripture. 
• 8, " * He shall send his angels with the lovd sormd 
*^ of a trumpet*^ The angels are always at his 
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" bidding, * swift to do his will,' But the trumr 
" pet ? A Uteral one ? And the time ? Is it at 
" the general judgment ? Then how can the lit- 
" teral sound of a trumpet reach the ears of the 
" imnumbered dead, who have slept in dust for 
" thousands of years ? The bare idea, if literally 
" taken, is of course a manifest absurdity. 

9. " ^ And they shcUl gather together his elect 
^^from the four wiiids^ from the extremities of the 
" heavens unto their extremities.'^ From the four 
" winds means, from every direction. Four points 
" constituted the whole compass of the Hebrews. 
" But what, literally^ are * the extremities of the 
" heavens V Do the elect live there, so as to be 
" srunmoned from those places ? or have they died, 
** and then been buried there ? The extremities 
" of the heavens^ if literally taken, would be we 
" hardly know where. The fixed stars are a part 
" of the Hebrew heavens ; and can our text mean 
" from their extremities ? Surely not. The phrase 
" merely means, from one extremity of the earth 
" to the opposite end, wherever the elect may be 
" found ; at least it means so, in case a universal 
" gathering is meant here. I suppose Mark has 
" explained it by saying, * From the extremity of 
" the land, to the extremity of heaven.' But is 
" this gathering together to be interpreted as lU- 
" eral ? Or does it mean, the affording to them 
" an asylum or place of refuge from the evils 
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<* which would overtake the wicked, like the pro- 
*' mise that the Messiah should ' gather the lambs 
** in his arms, and carry them in his bosom V Isa. 
*' xl : 11. If a literal gathering is intended, one 
" which is for the general judgment, then must a 
'* resurrection first take place* But not a word 
^' of this in our text or context. 

# # # # # 

" But is there any things in all this description, 
** which may not apply to civile political , and not- 
'* ural changes and commotions ? This is the next 
^* grand and very important question. I appre- 
^' hend it may be satisfactorily answered ; and I 
^* now proceed to undertake the task. 

" It has been alleged, that the language in Mat- 
^^ thew is • such, that it can never be reconciled with 
*' the idea, that the destruction of Jerusalem is 
^' principally or solely the object to which it 
^' refers. 

" But what now, if we repeatedly find the same 
'^^ language employed elsewhere in the Bible, in 
^' reference to great changes and catastrophes of 
" a civil and social nature ? What, if it is apphed 
^' merely to the devastations of locusts, as well as 
^* to the destruction of cities and nations ? If 
^^ such be the case, then the whole assumption 
*^ that the language of the prophecy before us is 
^* infinitely too bold and strong to indicate any 
^'lerrestrial occurrences^ is nothing more than 
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** assumption* Facts, in the usage of the sacred 
** writers, disprove this assumption and the asser- 
" tion implied in it. 

" Let us look at them. Isa. xiii : and xiv r obvi- 
^* ously and confessedly have respect to the inva* 
** sion and destruction of Babylon. In deseribmg 
" this ' day of the Lord,' (a {Shrase always indicate 
" ing punishment, condemnation, and the like,) 
" the prophet says : ^ Behold^ the day of the Lord 
** Cometh, cruel both with wrath and fierce anger, 
" to lay the land desolate : and he shall destroy 
** the sinners thereof out of it. For the stars of 
" heaven and the constellations thereof shall not 
** give their light : tl^ sun shall be darkened in 
" his going forth, and the moon shall not cause 
" her light to shine.' Is. xiii : 9, 10. Here v : 10, 
" contains the very same imagry employed in 
" Matt, xxiv : 29. The mode of expressicMi in 
*^ Isaiah, respecting the stars and constellations, is 
^' somewhat different from that in Matthew, but 
" the fundamental idea is the same, namely, the 
" extinction of light. In regard to the sun and 
'' moon, the passages in both are nearly identical. 
" All this, be it remembered, as introductory 
" merely to the capture and destruction of Baby- 
^' Ion : an event of less significance to a Hebrew^ 
" than the destruction of Jerusalem,'* 

The Professor proceeds to multiply quotations 
of the same class^ such as Isa. xxiv i Ezek. xxxii : 
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Joel ii:, and iii. And then he proceeds to the 
coming of the Son of Man in the clouds of heaven. 

" Next, the Son of man is seen coming in the 
" clouds of heaven. This is specially relied on as 
" altogether inapplicable to the destruction of Je- 
" rusalem. We are told that * no such event took 
" place ; and that therefore the Savior could not 
" have designed to apply it to anything but his 
*' final coming,' Yet the cogency of this mean- 
" ing must depend entirely on the fact, whether 
" Christ meant to be literally or figuratively under- 
" stood, 

" The Bible elsewhere speaks in the like way, 
" without leaving us any room to suppose that the 
*' coming in this manner was a visible one. The 
" language of the Bible respecting the coming of 
" God or of Christ, is sufficiently frequent and in- 
" telligible to enable us to rightly understand it. 
*' In Scripture language, God comes^ whenever he 
*' proceeds to do or execute any purpose of his will 
" in respect to men. When Babel was built, * the 
" Lord came dow7t to see the city and the tower.'^ 
*' Gen. xi : 5. Again, he said, — ' Let us go down 
" and confound their language,' v : 7. When 
" Sodom and Gomorrah had provoked his righteous 
" anger, he said, — ' I will go dmon now, and see 
*' whether they have done altogether according to 
" the cry of it.' Gen. xvii : 21. When Israel 
*' was oppressed by the Egyptians, God said to Mo- 
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" ses, ' I am came down to deliver them out of the 
" hand of the Egyptians.' Ex. iii : 8. The Lord 
" said to Moses, respecting the Egyptians, ' About 
" midnight tvill I g'o out into the midst of Egypt, 
"and aU the first born shall die.' Ex. xi: 5. ' The 
" Lord came down upon Mount Sinai.' Ex. xix : 
" 20. Again, in writing the Law a second time 
" * he came daivn ' on the same moimtain. Ex. 
" xxiv : 5. When Miriam and Aaron murmured 
" against Moses, * the Lord came down in a pillar 
" of a cloud." Nimi. xii : 5. In Num. xxii : 9, 
" it is said, * And God came to Balaam and said.' 
" So * the Lord cam£ from Sinai.' Dent, xxxiii : 
" 2. Again, ' Lord when thou tveniest out from 
" Seir, when thou didst march out of the field of 
"Edon.' Judg. v: 4. So Hab. iii: 3, 'God 
" came from Teman.' Ps. Ixviii : 7, ' O God I 
" when thou wentest forth before thy people, when 
** thou did^t march through the wilderness." Isa. 
"Ixiv : 1,3, * Oh that thou wouldst rend the heav- 
" ens, that thou wouldst com^ down .'.... Thou 
didst come dawn, 

•IT ^ -ir -ir -Jr * 

"Enough for the Old Testament usage ; let us 
" now come to the New.' Further inquiries re- 
" specting the coming in general of the divine 
" Being are unnecessary. The only question now 
" is, whether there be any other than a visible com- 
" ing of Christ spoken of in the New Testament. 
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' If there be plain ^nd indubitable cases of such 
' a nature (and it seems plain that there are,) then 

* it does by no means become a matter of necessi- 

* ty, that the coming of Christ in Matt, xxiv : 30, 
' should be interpreted in its hteral sense, and thus 

* be referred to the general judgment. 

" Christ said to his disciples, * If I go and pre- 

* pare a place for you, I will come again, and 
' receive you to myself.' John xiv : 3. Did he 
' come then in propria persona and visibly, when 

* each of his disciples died, and take them to him- 

* self in that way ? Again, * I will not leave you 
' comfortless ; I will come to you,' v. 18. In v. 
' 23, is a still stronger expression : ' If any man 

* love me, he will keep my words ; and my Father 
' will love him, and we will come to him, and 

* make our abode with him.' And was this a lit- 

* eral, bodily, visible coming ? Again, * If any 
' man hear my voice, and open the door, I will 

* come in to him and will sup with him.' Rev. iii : 

* 20. And is this literal ? In John xxi : 22, is a very 
' significant passage. And Jesus said, * If I will 

* that he tarry until I come, what is that to thee ? ' 

* John's fellow disciples spread abroad a report 

* from this, that the Savior had said to him, that 

* he should not die. But John himself remarks 
that * Jesus did not say, * He shall not die,' but, 

" * If I will that he tarry till I come, what is that to 
" thee ? ' V. 53. In other words, John understood 
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" Jesus not as promising exemption from death, 
<* but only that he should live until his coming'. 
" And when now, was that to be ? If his coming 
" meant the general judgment, then John would 
" not have to die at all ; for saints then alive, were 
" not to die, but to be immediately * caught up to 
" to meet the Lord in the air,' doubtless with an 
" appropriate metamorphosis. The coming' in 
" question, then, after which John was to die and 
" not before, must have been some coming during 
"that generation. And what else could it be 
" referred to, except to his coming to punish the 
" unbelieving Jews ? 

" In Matt, xvi : 28, is an instructive passage : 
" ' Verily I say unto you, there be some standing 
" here, who shall not taste of death, till they see the 
" Son of man coming in his kirtgdom,' Mark 
" says, in the parallel passage, (ix : 1,) ' till they 
" see the kingdom of God.' The coming of the 
" Son of man in Matthew is not, therefore, a visi- 
" ble coming, but a coming through the power and 
** efficiency of gospel truth. 

" At the close of the parable of the ten virgins, 
"(Matt. XXV : 23,) Christ says to his disciples, 
" * Watch, therefore, for ye know neither the day 
" nor the hour, wherein the Son of man cometh.^ 
" If now this exhortation was addressed to the 
" disciples as having respect to practical duty, and 
** was uttered for the reason assigned, then it fol- 
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" lows, that the coming of Christ here must be 
" some other coming than the final one to the gen- 
" eral judgment. If not, then Christ, as it would 
'•seem, Avas himself mistaken, and also led his 
" disciples into error. How could be speak of 
" their living on the watch and in constant expec- 
" tation of his coming, when that coming was to 
" take place some thousands of years at least, and 
" perhaps thousands of ages, after they were all 
" dead ? There is no other alternative here. 
" Either the Savior was mistaken, and led his 
" disciples into error, or else the coming' in ques- 
" tion was different from the final one. A pious 
" fraud, for the sake of making his disciples watch- 
" ful, is inadmissible, and utterly incompatible with 
" the character of him ' who knew no guile. ^ " 

Such is the light which Prof. Stuart, in the serene 
evening of hi§ life, discovered, and which he has 
shown by irrefragable argument is the hght of 
truth, on the meaning of Matt, xxiv, including the 
darkening of the sun, moon and stars, the shaking 
of the earth and heavens, and the coming of the 
Son of man in the clouds of heaven, in power and 
great glory. "What we have here quoted is but a 
small part of his thorough Scriptural argument in 
support of this exposition. He felt called upon 
to be very full and thorough in his exposition in 
this case, because he knew the stubborn prejudice 
against which he was writing. A critically con- 
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structed and laboriously executed argument was 
necessaxy, to bring the minds of nis brother Doc- 
tors to perceive, in this case, the plain sense of 
Scripture given by Scripture, which is as percepti- 
ble and familiar as the light of day to every scholar 
of the age of understanding, in the Universalist 
Sunday School. 

You, Mr. Beecher, of course, have read this 
able piece of Scripture exposition, and accepted 
it. Such Biblical expositions are of great value 
in the present time, not only as a help to Christian 
growth, but especially as a cure and preventive 
of infidelity. With the case before us, where the 
disciples put questions to their Lord in respect to 
matters connected with the destruction of the tem- 
ple, and he answers them with labored particular- 
ity, and declares that all these things should take 
place in that generation^ if Christians ask, and their 
teachers cannot explain, whether anything did take 
place in that generation answering to his descrip- 
tinos, what can be more calculated to make and 
confirm infidels ? Surely every intelligent lover 
of the Bible must highly appreciate such able and 
truthful expositions of Scripture, as that to which 
we refer, in the Bibliothica Sacra. 

But to return to our own course of argument : 
Mark and Lulte have recorded only that portion 
of our Lord's discourse, which is comprised in 
Matt. xxiv. No intelligent Christian will under- 
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take to find proof iii Mark xiii, or Luke xxi, of 
the doctrine in question concerning a final judg- 
ment and endless punishment. Yet Mark and 
Luke recorded as much of that discourse of their 
Lord as they deemed important. If a faithful 
reporter undertakes to record a notable discourse 
of a revered teacher, for the benefit of posterity, 
and chooses to abridge it, he will be sure to record 
such portions, and retain those sentiments which 
are most important, especially to after ages. If, 
then, Jesus devoted one part of that discourse to 
events of that age, and the other part to events 
of eternity in the tremendous sense usually as- 
sumed, do not these two Evangelists stand con- 
victed of criminal and reckless neglect, in record- 
ing only that portion which relates to that age, and 
omitting that which directly, personally and infi- 
nitely concerns every individual of all coming 
ages ? Are they guilty of such neglect ? No. 
The circumstance that these Evangelists recorded 
only what all acknowledge to refer to events con- 
nected with the end of the Jewish age, evinces 
that they understood the parables which Matthew 
records, as further and more figurative illustra- 
tions of the same general subject, and not essen- 
tial to be recorded for after ages. And Matthew, 
in his record of these parables, has so connected 
them with the preceding division of the Master's 
discourse, that it should have precluded all misun- 
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derstandlng. For after having declared that the 
events he had been describing should transpire in 
fliat generation, he introduces these further illustra* 
tive parables with the adverb then, denoting, of 
course, that he proceeded to further descriptions 
of events of the scune time. " Then shall the 
" kingdom of heaven (the visible church) be lik- 
" ened unto ten virgins ; . . . , and five of them 
" were wise, and five foolish." There is no neces- 
sity for breaking away from the subject to find an 
application for this parable. It is well enough 
applied, as Jesus applied it, to the condition of the 
body of visible pro/essors on the coming of the 
fiery trials of that generation. And the same 
remark will apply to the other two parables, that 
of the talents^ and that of the sheep ajid goats. 
Jesus appUed them to the events of the same time ; 
and why should you, even, too, at the expense of 
your revered principles of honor and right, apply 
them to the events of eternity ? We can find no 
reason for doing so ; and if you can show a reason, 
you will do what has never yet been even attempt- 
ed. The justice of such application, the very 
thing to be proved, has always been assuined. 

In respect to the abrupt and unauthorized 
change of subject in this case. Professor Stuart, 
in the able article before referred to, has some 
most apt and pointed remarks, which are equally 
as applicable to his and your diange of the sub- 
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ject at Matt, xxv : 31, as to the change made by 
others at xxiv : 29. In respect to the application of 
that and the 30th and 31st verses, to a future final 
judgment, he says, ** It seems difficult of supposi- 
" tion that any attentive and well informed reader 
" should not be impressed with such palpable de- 
" fects and lack of congruity, and synunetry as the 
"verses before us exhibit, in case the general 
"judgment be the subject of them. It would 
" be like breaking off the Illiad before the slay- 
" ing of Hector, and tlfe subjugation of Troy. 
" In what other part of the New Testament eaii 
" be found such an abruption, and transition to 
" another subject before the main object of any 
" passage is developed, as takes place in the pas- 
" sage now under consideration, in case it relates 
" to the general judgment. 

Again, on the same changing of the subject by 
theologians, he says, " This whole scheme, then, 
" is full of crudities and incongruities. It main- 
" tains impossibilities. It insists on having pictures 
" half made, or an abrupt desertion of them in 
" that state. It introduces matter which the subject 
" urged on the attention of our Lordy by the ques' 
" tions of the disciples, did not comprise. And if 
" there were no other reasons, these are enough 
" of themselves to justify the abandonment of 
" such a scheme of exegesis. 

" But there are other reasons, and if possible 
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*' weightier ones still, for abandoning it. These 
" are comprised in the limitatians of time which 
" precede and follow verses 29, 31." The learned 
Professor then takes into consideration the say- 
ings, ^^ inuTiediately after the tribulation of those 
" days," and ^^ this generation shall not pass 
" away," &c., and by the most conclusive argu- 
ment annihilates all the labors and assumptions that 
have been devoted to making the intervening line 
between the " tribulation of those days *' and the 
*' coming of the Son of man," extend through 
indefinite coming ages. 

Yet the Professor applied the last paragraph of 
Matt. XXV, to the popular doctrine of a future 
simultaneous judgment of the whole race, and a 
final separation and endless retribution. It is a 
remarkable instance of the power of name and 
place, over even great and ingenuous minds. 
The Professor walked fearlessly along, gathering 
the rich treasures of truth from the ingenuous 
Scripture exegeses, until he saw himself so near 
the verge of the '^ orthodox " sphere, that another 
step onward would bear him out of the *^ ortho- 
dox " name, relation, and sympathy, and he took 
sudden leap from his exploration into the old 
family cradle. 

Where is the reason for changing the subject 
of our Lord's discourse at Matt, xxv : 31 ? You 
are bound by your professions of reverence for 
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iptures, ty your injunctions upon your 

ti to study them with the eye of reason, 

^l' C ^ lake care not to force upon them, or con- 

) X r ^ sanction, any unnecessary interpretation 

^ A ihall set them in conflict with the principles 

^ r and right, — you are bound to give a rea- 

<V iabandon the habit as a sinful pervertion. 

t<^\ mot innocently trifle with this subject, nor 
^ \j with indifference, 

re, then, we repeat, did Jesus in this dis- 
j " introduce matter which the subject 
; on the attention of our Lord, by the 
pns of the disciples, did not comprise ?" 
^ jn the last paragraph ? What is your rea- 
f:^ (asserting this ? Is it the phraseology of the 

respects the phraseology of the text, 

bese shall go away into everlasting pun- 

loiiiircflt, but the righteous into life eternal," 

your own knowledge of language will enable you 

to see that it argues nothing for the application 

which your school-men have made of it. For, 

as we observed in the preceding Letter , that 

naionis, the G reek substantive rendered world in 

chapter 24th^ signifies duration of time, indefinite, 

so it is with the adjective form of the same word 

here rendered everlasting' and eternal. Its extent 

of meaning is to be understood according to the 

nature of the subject to which it is applied. You 

11 
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will not contend that punishment is a thing unlim- 
ited in its nature, a condition provided for in good 
government as a fixed and ultimate state. It is a 
means to an end, and is of course in its very na- 
ture trainsient and limited. Throughout all the 
inspired records, whenever the design of punish- 
ment is expressed, it is explained to be amenda- 
tory. For example, the Lord says by Moses to 
the children of Israel, Lev. xxvi, ** If fv)r all this 
" ye will not hearken unto me, I will punish you 
" yet seven times for your sins, .... And if for 
" all these things ye will not be reformed by me, I 
" will punish you yet seven times for your sins," 
and so on. And with regard to the ani onion pun- 
ishment in question, the meaning of the word 
here rendered punishment, kolasin, shows it to be 
a limited dispensation of the divine judgment, as 
the lexacons define it to signify pruning-, as of 
trees for their improvement. We give the learned 
Dr^ Priestly the credit of having called attention 
to this argument from the word rendered punish- 
ment, in this case. 

If you would call attention to the phraseology 
with which our Lord commences the last para- 
graph of his discourse, " When the Son of man 
" shall come in his glory, and all the holy angels 
" with him, then shall he sit upon the throne of his 
" glory," we remark that this legitimately confirms 
the view which we have taken of the subject. 
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For this is the phraseology with which he had, ear- 
lier in the same discourse, xxiv : 30, 31, described 
the manifestations of his presence and power in 
that generation. And in our precedingLetter we 
took particular notice of the manner in which the 
prophet Daniel, vii : 9-15, foretold the coming of 
the Son of man with the clouds of heaven, to re- 
ceive his kingdom, simultaneously with the setting 
of a notable judgment. There was to be a re- 
markable judgment at the setting up of Christ's 
kingdom in the world. And our Lord himself 
had described this fact most definitely, and in 
phraseology like that before us, in Matt, xvi : 27, 
28 ; *.^ For the Son of man shall come in the glory 
" of his Father, with his angels ; then shall he 
"reward every man according to his works. 
*^ Verily I say unto you. There be some standing 
" here which shall not taste of death till they see 
** the Son of man coming in his kingdom." 

With respect to the phraseology, " Before him 
" shall be gathered all nations," the idea is, that 
this judgment would extensively affect, directly 
and indirectly, the nations of the earth in general. 
And the Doctor of Divinity who shall follow out 
Professor Stuart's exegesis, which he has com- 
menced, of the discourse of Jesus on the Mount 
of Olives, will find it as easy to refer to other 
Scriptures which describe widely prevailing tem- 
poral judgments by the gathering of tJie nations 
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and assembling' of the kingdoms, ^ as the Profes- 
sor did to collate corresponding Scripture phrase- 
ology to elucidate the meaning of other forms of 
expression in this discourse. 

Brother, " it is hard for thee to kick against the 
pricks." It would be trifling Avith your good 
sense, and that of all our readers, so spend more 
labor to make obvious the time of the judgment 
recorded in Matt. 24th and 25th. And the time 
being determined, as it is by the sacred record, we 
iare of course to understand the aionion punish- 
ment and Ufe in the last verse, to relate to the 
severe and protracted sufferings which were the 
portion of the unbelieving Jews, and the favora- 
ble change of circumstances with the Christian 
church, and their increased enjoyment, through 
the more perfect confirmation and establishment 
of Christ's cause and kingdom, of the gospel 
which is aionion life. 

Where, now, dear Sir, is the gospel revelation 
of one final day of judgment and endless punish- 
ment ? As it is not in that portion of the New 
Testament record which has been first and most 
of all relied upon as its support, we assure you 
that Christ and the New Testament are not dis- 
honored with it at all. To go^nto a like examina- 
tion of all the passages which have been perverted 

# Zeph. iii : 2. Zecb. xiv : 2, 3. 
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to the same use as Matthew 25th, would require a 
large volume. It is unnecessary here. The same 
c )urse of plain open Scripture reading and com- 
parison will find in every passage relating to the 
subject of judgment and retribution, the beautiful 
sentiment in some form, of judgment as a co-oper- 
ative branch of our Father's family government. 

In our preceding Letter we made several quo- 
tations from the Old Testament, showing that the 
divine judgment recompensed transgressors " for 
all their abominations ;" that the Lord searched 
the heart and tried the reins, ^* even to give every 
" man according to his ways and according to the 
" fruit of his doings." Ezek. v, vi, vii. Jer. xvii : 
10. This doctrine is every where confirmed by 
the New Testament, and its application brought 
forward into the New Testament dispensation. 
See for example Heb. ii: 2, 3 ; " For if the word 
spoken by angels was steadfast," that is, the law 
which was given by the disposition of angels. Acts 
vii : 53, " and every transgression and disobe- 
" dience received a just recompense of reward, 
" how shall we escape if we neglect so great sal- 
** vation ?" Here is a distinct recognition of the 
executive operation of the righteous judgment of 
God in the former ages, rendering, not to occa- 
sional transgressions, but to every transgression 
and disobedience, not a fraction of recompense, 
a slight foretaste of wrath, but dijust recompense 
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of reward ; and here, too, is the most positive as- 
surance that men in the Christian dispensation, 
and of course in all ages, shall be amenable to the 
same just and retributive government of God. 

And now, what shall hinder that you shall 
espouse, and devote your eminent abilities to 
exhibit to your wanting fellow beings, this sub- 
lime and only theory of harmonization ? It is the 
theory beautifully expressed by St. Paul, in Rom. 
viii : 20, 21, " For the creation was made subject 
*' to vanity, not willingly, but by reason of him 
" who hath subjected the same in hope ; because 
" the creation itself also shall be delivered from the 
" bondage of corruption, into the glorious liberty 
" of the children of God." 

In your assumption, then, that while Universal- 
ism has great power in its " appeal to the princi- 
ples of honor and right " in God, " the Bible wiU 
ever powerfully re-act against it,^' you have spoken 
in the power. of prejudice, and against fact. And 
in your remark that, " Even Foster himself con- 
" ceded that the obvious language of the Bible 
" was strongly adverse to his views," you do Fos- 
ter, in part, the same injustice, which you do the 
Bible. Though Foster had not, as he himself 
concedes, gone thoroughly and de novo, ^ into an 



* Yon will pardon our frequent use of Prof. Stuart's phrase,. 
ie novo. We use it, because in the sense in, which he ha» 
Anglicised it, it is the most expressive of a thorough re-examr- 
ination witliout bias. 
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examination of the Scriptures with reference to 
their harmonization on this point, yet his compre- 
hensive mind perceived that their teachings do not 
bear any " obvious," or even probable sense? 
against his soul renovating faith. Speaking of the 
objection to his faith drawn from the application 
of the terms everlasting and eternal to punish- 
ment, he says, " My resource, in the present case, 
" then, is simply this : that since the terms do not ne- 
" cessarily and absolutely signify an interminable 
" duration^ — and since there is, in the present in- 
^' stance, to be pleaded, for admitting a limited 
" interpretation, a reason in the moral estimate of 
" things, of stupendous, of infinite urgency, in- 
^' volving our conceptions of divine goodness and 
" equity, and leaving those conceptions over- 
" whelmed in darkness and horror, if it be reject- 
*' ed, / therefore condttde that a limited interpreta- 
tion is authorized,^' 

If such was the clearness of Foster's view of 
the proper sense of the word aionion when applied 
to punishment, drawn from his knowledge of the 
natural meaning of the word, and the »».oral 
character of God who ordains the punishment, 
with what perfect satisfaction would he have com- 
prehended the whole subject if he had been led 
by circumstances to exaniine the Scriptures anew, 
as you and I have been examining them of late, on 
the subject of judgment. 
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We are extending our review to a length far 
beyond our original intention. Indeed, so strong 
is our sympathy with your confessed agony of soul 
which you have suffered on account of the terrible 
war of the doctrines of your church against them- 
selves, and against the goodness and righteousness 
of God ; and so obvious is it to us that you have 
gone for reUef to an expedient which you will 
only find a deeper bed of sorrow when you have 
had time for reflection, that we have continued 
our labor in the hope of assisting you, and many 
other serious inquirers, into that glorious theory 
of faith which harmonizes ^vith the acknowledged 
perfections of the Deity, the purpose of the Sa- 
vior's mission, the desires of angels, and the 
wishes of all good men. Here is the soul's rest. 

To carry out our plan, we must ask your atten- 
tion, and that of the pubhc, to at least two Letters 
more. Having removed your supreme difficulty, 
by showing that the Bible, on the subject of judg- 
ment and retribution, does not re-act against Uni- 
versalism, but blends A\dth its benign spirit , we will 
next examine the Scriptures on the Gospel Plan^ 
the Purpose of the Savior's Mission. Be not 
surprised. Reverend Sir, but rejoice and thank 
God, if we should thus find the Scriptures to 
" powerfully re-act " against every thing that har- 
monizes not with the principles of Universalism. 
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LETTER IX. 

The Purpose of the Savior^s Mission. 

Rev. Sir, — In your notice of Universalism, you 
ingenuously concede that it has great force in^ its 
vwral argument, and seem to be impressed with 
the sentiment that you should recognize in it the 
true principle of harmonization, the perfect supply 
of the soul's need, if it were true. But against 
its truth you urge, first, the facts of human nature 
and present character ; and secondly, the opposi- 
tion of the Bible. 

In respect to the first diflSculty, we have shown 
that the facts of human character do not "re-act'* 
against the hope of the final victory of good over 
evil. The present existence of evil is not a proof 
that it possesses the attribute of eternity. The 
fact that "the creature Avas made subject to vanity" 
does not disprove the fact that "the creature 
" itself also shaU be delivered from the bondage 
"of corruption into the glorious liberty of the 
" children of God." Nor does the fact that the 
creature is made subject to vanity "re-act" against 
the principles of honor and right in God, seeing 
this is a stage of discipline, in the wise appoint- 
ment of Him who knows from how low a point, 
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and through what stages of progress, the system 
of development should operate for the consum- 
mation of the greatest ultimate good of all. 

Your second diflSculty, the assumed re-action 
of the Bible against Universalism, we examined 
in the last two numbers of this Review. And we 
feel that we take no praise to ourself, but only do 
honor to the fulness and simplicity of the Bible 
teaching, and to your good judgment, when we 
say in the utmost singleness of heart, that we are 
utterly unable to conceive how that impression 
can remain upon your mind now that you have 
gone with us in our de novo Scripture reading 
upon this subject. We see not how a book could 
have been written, with the earnestness and 
solemnity of the Bible teachings, and on all the 
grave subjects and occasions embraced in its pages, 
so as to leave the theory of a final day of judg- 
ment and endless punishment more utterly baseless, 
than does the Bible. True, there are some glow- 
ing figurative descriptions of judgments, which 
have been applied to your theory ; but they are so 
recorded, that every careful Biblical student, who 
seeks to the word itself for the meaning of the 
word, will most certainly see, from the general 
subject of discourse in each case, and the time* 
and nature of the judgment described, that such 
theory is entirely foreign to it. It is for this 
reason that nearly all the passages wljich have 
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been applied to that theory, have also been ex- 
plained by eminennt "Orthodox" commentators a* 
descriptive of temporal judgments. One has 
explained one of these passages thus, and another 
has so explained another, till among them all they 
have explained nearly all of them in this correct 
manner. When they were preparing their notes 
on a given passage of this class, if they did not 
feel pressed with the necessity of sliding it into 
the usual application to save the creed, they have 
seemed to take a noble pride in exhibiting their 
critical reading and exegetical understanding of 
the sacred record. 

But we are not satisfied. Rev. Sir, with the 
mere negative aspect of this important subject. It 
is not enough that we have given our full fellow- 
ship to your noble and irrefragable argument from 
the principles of honor >find right in God, that he 
must **so exert his infinite power, and so order his 
" infi^nite example, as shall most entirely tend to 
'* his creature's eternal good,'' — and that we have 
shown that the Bible does not re-act against our 
hope of a result which shall verify this argument, 
and glorify God "in the highest ;" but we must go 
over into the positive. We must look for the 
direct testimony of the inspired word on this prin- 
ciple and purpose of the divine government, which 
seems to be so happily reached by your powerful 
moral argument. This glorious hope, which is so 
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consonant with the acknowledged perfections of 
Crod, and the earnest desires of all good men,— is 
it a theme of gospel revelation ? Has it a place 
in the attested 



When the infinite Father speaks to his children 
by inspired patriarchs and prophets, and by his 
anointed Son and chosen apostles, of the purpose 
of his government embracing the immortal inter- 
ests of his family, shall not the children hear ? 
When he spreads before us the revelation of that 
truth, which man needs to know in order to be 
satisfied with his doings, and to trust and love him, 
shall we not open our eyes upon it, and receive it? 

And what, upon due attention to the record, 
shall we find to be the purpose of God in the 
Savior's mission? The first revealment on this 
subject is in the divine word spoken in Eden, The 
Seed of the woman shall bruise the serpents head. 
You will agree with us, that the serpent is here 
employed as a metaphor, and that it represents the 
cause of moral evil. And as the crushing of the 
head denotes a complete destruction, this testimony 
assures us of the entire destruction of moral evil, 
to which humanity had then fallen subject. 

To Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, Jehovah de- 
clared. Gen. xvii : 13, xxvi : 4, xxviii : 14, — In (hy 
Seed shall all nations^ kindreds^ and families of the 
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earth be blessed. That the promised blessing is 
spiritual, St. Paul explains, Gal. iii : 8 : ** And the 
" Scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the 
" heathen through faith, preached before the 
" gospel unto Abraham, saying. In thee shall all 
** nations be blessed." 

Isaiah says, xxv : 7, 8, ^*And he will destroy in 
"this mountain the face of the covering cast over 
" all people, and the veil that is spread over all 
" nations. He will swallow up death in victory, 
" and the Lord God will wipe away tears from 
" off all faces." This mountain is Zion, which is 
sometimes used as an emblem of the new cove- 
nant, as in Heb. xii : 22. And that this prophecy 
refers to man's ultimate inheritance of immortal 
life, and immortal good of course, as tears shall 
be wiped away from off all faces, is shown by St. 
Paul, in 1 Cor. xv. Having testified of the 
resurrection of Christ, as the first fruits, not of 
this or that party, but of universal humanity, to 
give assurance of the resurrection of the dead to 
a future life ; and that, as he is "the head of every 
man," and their first fruits from the dead, so in 
him "shall all be made alive ;" and having further 
described the state into which mankind shall be 
raised, it being "spiritual," "heavenly," and "in 
glory," he adds, "Then shall be fulfilled the 
" saying that is written, Death is swallowed up in 
" victory." 
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We will not multiply quotations from the proph- 
ets to a great extent, for we should make our 
Letter too long for convenience, and for your 
patient reading. Bat we must re-quote to this 
point, one of the prophecies which we adduced 
for information on the subject of Christ's kingdom 
and judgment. It is Dan. vii : 14. " And there 
" was given him dominion, and glory, and a king- 
" dom, that all people, and nations, and languages 
*' should serve him'; his dominion is an everlasting 
" dominion, which shall not pass away, and his 
" kingdom that which shall not be destroyed." 

These quotations represent the general strain of 
the inspired prophecies concerning Christ, delivered 
before his advent. He was to be God's covenant 
of love to Israel, and to all nations ; to open the 
blind eyes, and bring out the prisoners from the 
prison, and them that sit in darkness out of the 
prison house. He was to smite the earth with the 
rod of his mouth, and slay the wicked with the 
breath of his lips, so that the most stubborn and 
lion-like spirit of rebellion should be subdued to 
the sweet gentleness of the peaceful lamb. As the 
stone, seen in vision, cut out without hands, 
became a great mountain and filled the whole 
earth, the Messiah's kingdom was destined to 
break down and destroy all opposing kingdoms, 
and reign in unannoyed and universal empire. 
Theologians have told us that there is the same 
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reason for belief in the eternity of the kingdom 
of evil, as of the kingdom of good. In the pres- 
ent Scripture hght on this subject, that assertion 
appears verily impious. What ! the same reason 
to beheve in the eternity of that which is every 
w^here represented as vanity, and a lie, and which 
Jehovah commissioned his Son to destroy, to 
annihilate, to make an end of forever, — that we 
have to believe in the eternity of goodness and 
truth, the eternity of God's throne, and the eter- 
nity of that which .the powers of God's throne are 
pledged to uphold, to bring forth unto victory, and 
to perpetuate without end ? Will he say this who 
loves God's word, and trembles at it ? 

But we must not stay for multiphed reflections. 
We will pass onward and upward in the increas- 
ing light of our present subject of inquiry. The 
promised One has come into our world. To him 
let us hearken. First, however, we will hsten to 
the words of his fore-running angels. One of 
them instructed his mother that she should *^ call 
" his name Jesus, for he shall save his people from 
" their sins." As to the question, who are his peO' 
pie in the sense of this message, the answer is 
obvious, they are his purchased possession^ " who 
" gave himself a ransom for all, to be testified in 
" due time." The angel who bore to the shepherds 
the tidings of the Savior's advent, in a compre- 
hensive view of the stupendous purpose of his 
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mission, proclaimed, " Behold I bring you good 
" tidings of great joy, which shall be mito all peo- 
" pie. For mito you is born a Savior, which is 
"Christ the Lord." Unto whom? This was 
spoken to Judea's shepherds, " unto you is born a 
Savior." Was he born a Savior unto others ? 
Yes, for the angel says, this good news shall be 
unto all people. What good news ? " Unto you 
is born a Savior." 

When Jesus had gone about his Father's busi- 
ness, he testified that he had come " to seek and 
to save that which was lost." And he represents 
his faithfulness as that of the shepherd, who would 
not go back, who would never relinquish his pur- 
suit, while there was one lost Sheep astray, not 
brought home into the fold. " And I," said he, 
" if I be hfted up from the earth, will draw all 
" men unto me." And in the spirit of his hfe, and 
his teachings of the fatherly character of God, and 
inculcating practical love, good will, and forgive- 
ness to all men, of all characters, as the only man- 
ifestation we can give of our spiritual oneness with 
God as his characteristic or regenerated childrei^, 
— in these things, I say, we have a ground of 
steadfast trust in God, and hope for a good issue 
of his government, which is laid deep in everlast- 
ing principles, and depends not on technicalities 
and verbal criticisms. 

But verbal testimonies are good and reliable in 
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their place. And when they run in the majestic 
current of the divine spirit of infinite goodness, 
we know not why we should be slow to under- 
stand them, and to give them the heart's response 
of a long amen. And such are the abundant tes- 
timonies of the apostles, to whom Jesus gave the 
words which the Father gave to him. 

We had occasion, when on the peccable nature 
of man in this state where is the origin of moral 
evil, to quote the apostle to the Romans : *' For 
"the creature was made subject to vanity, not 
" wilUngly, but by reason of him who hath sub- 
" jected the same in hope." The same original 
word, as you are aware, is used in four successive 
verses in this place, in the last of which it is ren- 
dered creation^ and has the adjective whole before 
it. " For we know that the whole creation groan- 
" eth and travaileth in pain together until now." 
There is a kind of hope with all the human race, 
in this state of subjection to vanity. The same 
idea is expressed in the preceding verse, by the 
phrase earnest expectation. Lexicographers define 
this phrase to denote an earnest and solicitous 
looking for, as with the neck stretched out and the 
head thrust forward. And the same thing is ex- 
pressed in the succeeding verse by the word trav- 
aileth. " The whole creation groaneth and trav- 
" aileth in pain together until now." All these 
expressions relate to the same feet in universal 
12 
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humanity, the unsatisfying nature of the present, 
and the travail of soul, the solicitous looking for 
of greater good to come. Why has God made 
us so ? Why has he placed the human creation 
in this state of vanity, in this hope ? In all other 
grades of creatures there are provisions made to 
meet their constitutional wants, and to develope 
all their faculties. Is man, then, an anomila in 
creation ? Is he alone an instance of the want of 
wisdom and goodness in the Creator ? Why, 
then, is the human creation made subject to vanity 
in hope^ in earnest expectation^ in painful travail of 
soul for unseen good ? The apostle answers, 
" Because the creation itself also shall be delivered 
"from the bondage of corruption into the glorious 
"liberty of the children of God." Blessed be 
God, his providence for man^ also, as well as for 
other creatures, is as large as the indications of 
the constitution of creation. 

Our apostle, in testifying of the same deliver- 
ance of the creation, when writing to the Ephesian 
church, calls it " The redemption of the purchased 
possesssion,^^ He had shown that Christ, pursuant 
to fhe purpose of God revealed in the gospel, 
"gave himself a ransom (or purchase) for all ;^^ 
that he " tasted death for every man.'' 

It is now generally admitted that the atonement 
is universal ; that the ransom, or price of purchase, 
was paid for all.^ Even " Orthodoxy " itself now 
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admits the universal atonement, but denies a unt 
versed application of it. It holds that the price 
of purchase or ransom was paid for all, so that 
God may improve the ransom^ or apply the atone- 
ment for the benefit of whom he pleases ; but it 
is not his pleasure to apply it to all. So it style* 
itself the doctrine of universal eUonementf and par^ 
ticular^ that is, limited^ redempUoTu 

Such, however, was not the doctrine of the 
apostle. He looked ^by faith for a redemption as 
extensive as the purchase^ Speaking of the apos* 
ties, he says, " In whom we have obtained an 
" inheritance, being predestinated according to the 
" purpose of him who worketh all things after the 
** counsel of his own will." Then of all believ- 
ers in general he says, " In whom ye also trusted, 
** after ye heard the word of truth, the gospel of 
*' your salvation." Then of the whole purchased 
creation, or of what the believers were expecting 
concerning it, he says, " In whom also, after that 
** ye believed, ye were seeded with that holy spirit 
** of promise, which is the earnest of our inheri- 
*' tance until the redemption of the purchased pos^ 
*^ session, to the praise of his glory." Eph. i. 
Hence, it is seen that they look for a redemption 
as extensive as the purchase. 

St. Paul delighted to speak often of thjs tUti" 
malum of God's gospel plan, the redemption of 
the human creation. He would not shun " to de- 
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clare all the counsel of God." His heart was so 
warmed with the spirit of the divine command, 
*' Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself," that 
he felt anxious to be making known as fast as pos- 
sible to others, that most glorious of all truths, 
which had been the source of so much happiness 
to him, and which had so enlarged his gratitude 
to God, and refined and exalted his devotion. 

He had just borne testimony to the same truth 
in the same first chapter to tl^ Ephesians. '* Hav- 
" ingmade known unto us the mystery of his will, 
" according to his good pleasure which he hath 
" purposed in himself, that in the dispensation of 
" the fulness of times he might gather together in 
" one all things in Christ, both which are in hea- 
*' ven and which are on earth, even in him." 

To obtain a correct idea of what the apostle 
meant by this gathering together in one in Christ, 
we will notice some instances of his speaking of 
the same sentiment in letters to other churches. 
To the Colossians he writes : " For it pleased the 
" Father that in him all fulness should dwell ; and 
" having made peace by the blood of his cross, by 
" him to reconcile all things unto himself; by him 
" I say whether they be things in earth, or things 
" in heaven." 

, And that his brethren might not be so entirely 
ignorant of the nature of this reconciliation which 
the " all things " were to experience, as to think 
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that it might admit of most of them continuing in 
total wickedness and woe, he refers them to their 
own reconciliation as a sample. Speaking directly 
on, of the same reconciliation, he says, " And 
^* you, that were sometimes ahenated, and ene- 
mies in your mind by wicked works, yet now 
" hath he reconciled." Not that they had been 
actually delivered from the bondage of corrup- 
tion, and made partakers of the full redemption that 
is in Christ Jesus. But they were " saved by hope." 
They were reconciled to God by faith in Christ, 
and enjoyed a foretaste of the great redemption. 
They knew that this reconciliation, so far as they 
had experienced it, consisted in willing obedience 
and holy submission to the will of God. There- 
fore, Paul referred them to their own experience 
in Christian reconciliation, for a description of the 
nature of that into which all rational things shall 
in due time be brought. 

Now that our minds are called to this subject, ^ 
we will quote one testimony more from the same 
apostle^ where he writes the same important truth 
in his letter to the Philippians. After speaking 
of Christ's being exalted by the Father, and hav- 
ing authority, or a name given him, that is above 
every name, he proceeds to state the purpose for 
which this great authority was given him : " That 
^ at the name of Jesus every knee should bow, 
^of things in heaven, and of things on earth, 
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*^ and of things under the earth ; and that every 
" tongue should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, 
" to the glory of God the Father.'^ 

So manifestly does this Scripture prove the 
sentiment which it is our happiness to enjoy, that 
the renowned *^ Orthodox " Professor to whom we 
had occasion to refer in our preceding Letter^ 
your giant theologian, in one of his pubheationa 
in which he makes use of the text, imintentionally 
and irrefutably argues Universalism from it. la 
his attempt, in the great Unitarian controversy, to» 
refute the Unitarian opinion of the person of Christy 
and show that he is the very God, the learned 
Professor Stuart proposed to jwrove that Christ i» 
held forth in the Scriptures as an object of wor^ 
ship. Forasmuch as it is written, '* Thou shalt 
" worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt 
" thou serve y'* hereby prohibiting the worship of 
any other being, the Professor calculated that if 
he could make it appear that Christ is allowedly 
an object of worship, and is even to be worship- 
ped in a holy manner^ and that according to the 
gospel plan, he should support his position, that 
Christ is very God» 

To effect this object, he called to his service 
the text last quoted^ which shows it tp be the pur- 
pose of God, " That at the name of Jesus every 
**knee should bow, of things in heaven, and 
" things on earth, and things under the earth.^ 
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In connection with this he took the testimony of 
John in the Revelation, who, having a view in 
vision of ihe result of the Savior's mission, says, 
" And every creature which is in heaven, and on 
" earth, and under the earth, and such as are in 
" the sea, and all that are in them, heard I saying, 
" Blessing, and honor, and glory, and power, be 
*' unto him that sitteth on the throne, and unto the 
*'Lamb, forever and ever." He proved by a 
masterly argument that the words etsery and all 
in these cases must be understood as having an 
unlimited signification ; and showed that the say- 
ing, every creature in heaven, on the earth, and 
under the earth, was, among the ancient Greeks, 
a common periphrasis for the universe ; and that, 
therefore, the Scriptures before us prove that the 
universe of intellectual creatures shall, in the event 
of God's purpose, render worship and homage to 
Christ. 

Then, recollecting that unless this homage is 
spiritual and holy, it can be no honor to Christ, 
and of course would be no support to his position, 
he goes on, with equal ease, to prove that this is 
all spiritual worship. 

First, " Every knee shall bow, of things in 
heaven." Now all will allow that this in heaven is 
spiritual worship ; and it being allowed that this is 
spiritual worship, it follows of course, that that on the 
earth and under the earth, is spiritugd worship also ; 
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for it is all the same ; there is but one worship here 
named. And if this be not spiritual worship, says 
the Professor, I am unable to find a place where 
spiritual worship is meant. 

So far as it relates to the universality and spirit- 
uaUty of this worship, the author referred to is 
indisputably correct. It appears that he had his 
mind so closely bent upon refuting the Unitarian, 
that he did not notice that he was proving a 
doctrine which he considered equally pernicious 
as the one he was laboring to overthrow. 

These arguments of Professor Stuart were the 
means which first called the mind of Rev. Mr. 
Balfour, then a clergyman of limitarian faith, in 
Charlestown, to a train of study which resulted in 
his full conversion to the faith which he had labored 
to destroy. Mr. Balfour, when his mind was first 
struck with these arguments, addressed several 
lengthy letters, one after another, to Mr. Stuart, 
describing to him the difficulties into which his 
mind had been brought by his arguments. He 
had tried every way to evade their force, but in 
vain. He had endeavored to limit the number who 
should pay homage to God and to the Lamb, but 
could not. He had endeavored to find some way to 
make out that this worship, with respect to a part 
who were to be engaged in it,would not be spiritual; 
but was utterly unable to do it, without unrea- 
sonably wresting the Scriptures. "The doctrine j'* 
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said he, **whicb I now find my mind inclining to, 
I have ever considered a false and dangerous 
doctrine. But 1 find your arguments fast drawing 
me to it ; and if it be a ruinous error, I entreat 
you, as a friend and a Christian, to help me out 
of that difficulty which your own writings have 
occasioned. Inform me how your arguments can 
be understood to be correct, how the whole universe 
of intellectual beings can be brought into the 
spiritual worship of Christ, and yet all men not be 
saved." But the learned Theological Professor 
never saw fit to undertake an answer to these 
solemn and repeated calls ; and Mr Balfour 
became a faithful and useful advocate for the 
doctrine of impartial grace and salvation. 

In this case, the reason of the Professor's sup- 
porting so strongly the doctrine of the final holi- 
ness of all men, was not that he was friendly to it, 
but it vv^as because the Scriptures so plainly teach 
it, that he was carried into it unawares, by follow- 
ing the divine testimony in its most natural 
meaning. 

St. Paul, in bearing testimony to the event of 
the same gospel purpose of God, in writing to the 
Hebrews, calls it the putting of all things under 
Christ. To the Colossians — the reconciling of all 
things to .himself by Jesus Christ, To the Philip- 
pians — The bowing of every knee in the name of 
Jesusy and the employment of every tongue in 
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awning' him Lord, to the glory of God the Father. 
To the Ephesians — the redemption of the purchased 
possession, and the gathering together in one t>f all 
things in Christ, To the Galatians, he calls it — 
all nations being blessed in Christ. To the (Corin- 
thians, he calls it — all being made alive in Christ, 
in incorruption and in glory. And to the Romans, 
he calls it — the deliverance of the creation from the 
bondage of corruption, into the glorious liberty of 
the children of God. 

Such is the purpose of God, "even according to 
"his good pleasure which he hath purposed in 
" himself." And who could wish to have it other- 
wise ? You, dear sir, can harbor no adverse wish 
in relation this blessed gospel purpose, and its 
glorious consummation; for you express sincere 
sympathy with the eminent John Foster, in the 
sweet reUef which his soul found here, from the 
terrible conflict of the opposite faith with the 
perfections of G od, and with all that is good and 
Christ-like in man. But you were excluded from 
his sweet rest by the impression that the Bible 
je-acts against it. 

But now we find that the Bible does not re-act 
against this soul-refreshing faith. The Scripture 
teachings on the subject of judgment and retribu- 
tion are all beautifully harmonious with tjiis theory, 
representing it a proce^ of family government 
and discipline, — not an ultimate end, but a 
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form of means to ultimate good. And now, on 
the subject of the gospel revelation, the purpose of 
the Savior's mission, we find that it is Univer- 
salism, in spirit, and unmistakable out-spoken 
expression. 

And you, too, dear Sir, as well as Piof. Stuart, 
have found it impossible to carry out your instinc- 
tive sentiment of reverence for Christ, and for 
God's revealed purpose in his gracious mission, 
without incontestibly involving this doctrine. It 
is involved, not only in your great moral argtimenty 
but also in your BiMe argument for the perfect vic- 
tory of Christ in the utter destruction of the king- 
dom of darkness and evil. You say, pp. 239, 240, 
" Therefore, after the first creation of the angels, 
" the fall of Satan and his followers may have 
" taken place in ages far remote ; and through 
"them the kingdom of darkness may 'have been 
** extended by moral conflict, wiles and tempta- 
" tion, from age to age. Moreover, the final de- 
" struction of this kingdom, by a system of moral 
" exposure, may be one of the great ends of this 
" present and final dispensation. In perfect ac- 
"cordance with this view fe the . pre-eminence 
" given in the Bible of the conflict of the two great 
" kingdoms of light and darkness, and of the rela- 
" tions of the events of this world to that conflict. 
" Listen to the words of inspired apostles ; ' For 
" tlys purpose was the Son of Grod manifested. 
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*^ that he might destroy the works of the devil.' 
" * He must reign till he hath put all enemies under 
*' his feet. Then cometh the end, when he shall 
" have put down all rule, and all authority and 
'' power.' 1 John iii : 8. 1 Cor. xv : 24, 25. It 
" would seem from passages like these, and they 
" are numerous, — that the destruction of the king- 
" dom of darkness, and of its king, was one great 
" end of the manifestation of God in human form. 
" To destroy his works He was revealed. When 
" all the power, and rule, and authority of this 
" kingdom are put down, then cometh the end." 

Now, dear sir, open your eyes and look direcdy, 
and without blinking, at the state of human exist- 
ence, as it should be when the work, which you 
so Scripturally and philosophically describe, shall 
be consummated. Here you have before you a 
universe of moral beings, from which the works 
of the devil, which are sin and all its concomi- 
tant evils, are destroyed, and all opposing rule, 
and authority, and power are made an end of. 
This must surely be a state of universal holiness 
and peace. 

Some, however, for evading the force of this 
testimony, have asserted that the universal subjec- 
tion to Christ here promised, is a subjection to his 
physical poiver. This is a puerile evasion ; for all 
creation is now, and ever was, subject to Jeho- 
vah's sovereign power. The opposition of sinners 
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to God is a moral conflict, and the purposed sub- 
jection, by removal of the conflict, is, of course, a 
moral subjection. And this you. Sir, ingenuously 
concede. You say, p. 480, " The Bible nowhere 
" represents the conflict between God and his rebel- 
" lious creatures as one of mere power. God is 
"to be ' justified in his sayings, and overcome 
" when he is judged.' It is a strife to be decided 
" by good conduct ; that is, by benevolent, and 
" honorable, and right conduct." This language, 
if it be not a mere play of words, has a great and 
important significance. Its only legitimate mean- 
ing is, that God will, in due time, so develop and 
communicate himself in his loveliness, to the uni- 
verse of created minds, by his works of goodness, 
benevolence and honor, as to overcome all opposi- 
tion, all hostile conflict, and win, of course, the 
praise and admiration of all hearts. 

So true, then, is this blessed doctrine of God's 
almighty and universal love, and his purpose in 
Christ to secure the universal victory of good over 
evil, — and so instinctive are the conceptions of 
it in the enlightened ^oul, and so clear is the light 
of it shining out through the inspired word, that 
you are constrained to give it utterance when it is 
not the purpose of your own ^vill. It verifies the 
apostle's saying, " The word is nigh thee, even in 
" thy mouth, and in thy heart ; the word of faith 
" which we preach." 
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Bat yon make an effort to thrust under a bu^^ 
this heavenly li^t. And what is the method ? 
Why, it is a series of paragraphs, betraying gres^ 
labor and conflict in your own mind, about destroy* 
ing Satan's kingdom by redeeming a church out 
of it, — and also by turning the convictions of man- 
kind against the authors of sin. But how this can 
constitute the destruction of Satan and his kingdom, 
and the putting down of all the rule, authority and 
power of moral evil, on the supposition that Satan 
is to rage, and gloat and vaunt himself against 
God eternally, and that he is to hold countless 
millions of God's moral creatures under his dia* 
bolical dominion, in the service of sinning, and 
scoflBjig, and mocking God, as long as God's 
throne stands, — this is a difficult question. We 
cannot understand it; you cannot understand 
it. You can never explain it. When your 
soul, by the divine fcwrce of moral affinities and 
attractions, and the power of the word, had 
risen into so great and heavenly light, the light 
of a universe redeemed from the power of evil, 
what do you propose to gain by shutting your 
eyes, and plunging off into dark, blank vacu- 
ity ? When you have so strong innate desire to 
honor Christ, and shout his praise, as a victorious 
conqueror and perfect Savior, and the honorable 
feet stands out in such eommandii^g prominence 
m the word of God before yoii, why so intentfy 
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turn to the strange work of crowning Satan with 
an immortal kingdom, and robbing Christ of his 
victory and glory, and yourself of your soul's de- 
sire ? Ah, you have painful conflicts yet to suffer, 
conflicts between rational conviction and venerable 
prepossession. But we greet you in the high way 
of progress upon which you have entered, and we 
bid you God-speed in conflict with old corruptions 
and errors. Your approximate rest is in Bible 
Universalism. 

It will avail nothing against this theory to adduce 
the facts, that the Scriptures speak of two classes 
of mankind, the righteous and the wicked, — 
that there must be a new birth, a putting on of the 
image of Christ, — that without holiness no man 
shall see the Lord. These facts are all necessa- 
rily involved in our theory. The gospel work of 
salvation is a moral work, and a progressive 
work, — and the heaven-inspired teachers of man- 
kind devoted much of their labors to the applica- 
tion of the Christian principles to the relations, and 
duties, and interests of life. To be sure mankind 
are in some sense spoken of as in one character, 
that of sinners. " For all have sinned and come 
" short of the glory of God." " God hath con- 
*^ eluded them all in unbelief, that he might have 
" mercy upon all." But then in the progress of 
Christian reform, there comes out another charac- 
ter, so that, until the Christian work is completed, 
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there will be two characters. Of the happier of 
these two characters St. Paul speaks thus ; " AU 
" things are of God, who hath reconciled us to 
" himself by Jesus Christ." Here is one charac- 
ter, — the believers, the reconciled, the saved. But 
these stand not in the way of the great reconcili- 
ation. They are not hindering, but they are aid- 
ing the work, which shall result in universal recon- 
ciliation. So the apostle proceeds, — " And hath 
" given to us the word of reconciliation, to wit, that 
" God was in Christ reconciling the world unto 
" himself, not imputing their trespasses unto them." 

If a large family of children are lost in the 
waste howling wilderness, and a portion of them 
are brought, by messengers of their father's love, 
home to the father's house, then the two portions 
of the family will constitute two classes, widely 
differing in their condition. There will be the 
restored and the lost. But how greatly will the 
happiness of the restored be enhanced, by the 
assurance that the father's servants will prosecute 
their work to its triumph, when they shall greet 
their brothers and sisters left behind, restored with 
them to the bliss of home. 

In the next Letter we will sum up the whole 
matter, and exhibit in a comprehensive view the 
harmony of the gospel theory, its harmony with 
itself, and with every principle of honor and good- 
ness. 
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LETTER X. 

Recapitulation — and Full Reconciliation. 

Rev. and Dear Sir, — We were favored by your 
publisher with the earliest possible possession of 
your book on its issue from the press ; we fell into 
agreeable company with you in the outset of your 
survey of the conflict of ages ; we have pursued 
the course with you in your detection of the causes 
of the conflict, and your endeavors for the princi- 
ples of an abiding reconciliation. And now we 
will sit down together, and briefly recount the 
discoveries of our expedition, and sum up the con- 
clusions. 

The fa^t of the aionion conflict in the Chris- 
tian church is never questioned. All the world 
knows it. 

The principal cause of the conflict, in its sever- 
est struggles, you have successfully detected, and 
truthfully depicted. It is in the radical opposition 
of doctrines which have been introduced into the 
church creeds, to the essential and unyielding prin- 
ciples of honor and right in God and the human 
soul. The nature and claims of these fundamen- 
tal principles of the divine character and govern- 
ment, you have faithfully exhibited and ably main- 
tained. You have shown that there is a mutual 
13 
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relation between all created minds, and be^ 
tween them and the one UNCREATED ; and 
that there are mutual obhgations. You have 
particularly dwelt upon, and brought out into 
distinct view, the obligations of superior minds to 
inferior, and of those in circumstance of superior 
powers and influences, so to use their greater pow- 
ers and means as to promote the good of inferiors, 
and of all who are more or less dependent upon 
them. You have shown that there is a natural 
sense, an innate consciousness, of this obhgation, 
in the moral nature of all rational beings ; a con- 
sciousness which God has incorporated into the 
moral nature of all men, which cannot be destroyed 
but by the extinction of their moral being ; and 
which God himself appeals to in all cases of con- 
troversy, or of reasoning with his children, in jus- 
tification of the principles and acts of his govern- 
ment. You show that the above mentioned obli- 
gation of superiors is increased with the increase 
of powers, so that in the infinite Creatoir of all, 
the obhgation to his dependent creatures is infi- 
nite ; — the obligation to so conduct towards them 
as not to be, in any dishonorable sense, the cause 
even of their temporary ruin, and then to be 
*' earnestly and benevolently engaged in efforts for 
" their salvation, through Christ, after they have 
*^ been ruined by their own fault ; " — that as the 
superior powers of parents 'sacredly bind them in 
all tilings so to use their powers as to promote the 
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highest good of their children, — so is the Creator 
bound by an infinite obligation, so to use his infi- 
nite powers as shall most entirely tend to his crea- 
tures' eternal good. l?ou sometimes use the. 
phrase, " new-created minds," as if you were fore- 
laying for a retreat, if your ultimate Expedient 
should require you to limit the Creator^ s obligations 
to the infancy of his creatures' existence ; but the 
principles which you establish are eternal principles, 
which <?an never become extinct while the moral 
universe exists, and there is a supreme Governor. 
Having exhibited these moral principles, which 
are indeed the vital principles of Christianity, and 
founded upon them your comprehensive moral 
argument, you proceed to expose the irreconcila- 
ble war which subsists between them and the doc- 
trines of the church called Orthodox, as they are 
at present adjusted* In this you are successful 
beyond all opposition. The religious journals in 
the service of your church have scouted yoitr 
hypothesis of re-adjustment, and have blamed you 
for conceding that man has the power of judgment 
in the nature of things between right and wrong ; 
but there stand your established moral facts, and 
there is the conflict between them arid the doc- 
trines of your church, which they will never at- 
tempt to remove by argument, and which will for- 
ever harrass their benevolent souls as your owii 
soul has been harrassed by it.* 

* See Letter iii of this Review. 
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But you have adopted an hypothesis for "recon- 
ciliation,"— the hypothesis of pre-existence. This 
we have examined with care, and we think Avith 
candor, and find it to be an unsuccessful, though 
well meant attempt, at terminating the protracted 
conflict. It does not destroy, nor provide for any 
future extinction of, the relation between God and 
men, as Creator and dependent creatures. It 
does not provide for the vaUd release of the 
Creator from the obUgations, which your great 
moral argument has settled upon superiors, to seek 
the good of the weak and dependent. Nor does 
it vindicate, any better than the old adjustment of 
your church creed, the ways of God to men. If 
it makes this world to be another, the second, 
third or thousandth state of probation, but the last 
and final one, provided by the Creator for his 
sinful angelic children, in which he throws them 
upon their own powers and resources, free from 
his own controly to make themselves what they are 
to be for eternity, — then your hypothesis represents 
him as cruelly and meanly trifling with them, 
caring nothing for them unless it be to aggravate 
their sufferings. To take his children of unalloyed 
spiritual constitutions, who, notwithstanding their 
angeUc nature, had become weak and sinful, and 
banislj them into fleshly mortal bodies, whose 
appetites and passions are of still downward 
tendency, — and then, having robbed them of all 
cautionary recollection of any former mistakes of 
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their own, or machinations' of the devil, and also 
made the devil invisible to them, to turn him and 
a host of his mighty maUgnant angels upon them, 
to plan, and scheme, and tempt, and charm and 
fascinate them along the dow^nward road, — and 
yet never providing for any inspired teachers of 
good to reach but a small fraction of their num- 
ber, sweeping more than half of them off again 
by death before they were capable of knowing 
and doing the truth, — and lest he should infringe 
upon the free agency of the residue, works not in 
them by his own spirit, but leaves them entirely to 
themselves, the flesh, the world and the devil, — 
why, my dear Sir, is this your hypothesis of rectm- 
ciliation 7 It' throws us into a labyrinth of cir- 
cumstances, each of which composes the head of 
a biting serpent, hissing hideously against the 
principles oi honor and right in God. 

No, no. The free agency part of this picture 
you will not recognize as belonging to your hy- 
pothesis. You call this world '* a dispensation of 
** wise and benevolent 5oi;erei^/y, .... for the 
^ redemption of the church." (See Conflict of 
Ages, p. 227.) This idea you several times re- 
peat. And by " the church " you do not mean 
the body of him who is the " Head of every man ;" 
(1 Cor. xi : 3,) and for which he gave himself a 
ransom," (1 Tim. ii : 6,) but you mean an elect 
part, and, so far as the system has yet proceeded, 
an exceedingly small part of the race* This, 
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then, is your hypothesis; to wit: That God de- 
sired to restore to himself a portion of his sinful 
angehc children ; and for doing this, he created 
this world, and started a race of biped animals 
into which to encase these fallen angels as souls ; 
and into these bodies, as they are progressively 
propagated, he sends, successively, these sinful 
spirits, one of them being always at hand by the 
maternal bed to enter and become tte soul of the 
mfant at its birth, and so on, until the whole host 
of them has been thus embodied. Perhaps not 
the whole lK)st, however, for you speak of one 
devil and some of his ai^els as if they had no 
part nor lot in this animalizaticnu And if they 
should have, what a numster of villian that man 
must be whose soul shall be old Beelzebub. And 
what an unhappy wmnan the mother of that man 
must be, if, when pressing her infant to her bosom^ 
she should be informed that his soul was the very 
old dragon of the Apocalypse, as metamorphosed 
by the poetic genius of Milton. But, to jwroceed with 
your hypothesis ; in order to redeem the few and 
show how great is his sovereign power to snatch 
whom he pleases as brands from the burmng, he 
pours into this world the great mass, and subject* 
th^em to these multiplied weaknesses and temp- 
tations, with no more love, compassion, or kind de- 
sign for them, than the refiner of sugar has for 
the particles of charcoal, which Ive uses for filter- 
ing the saccharine fluids and then casts as fuel into 
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the fire. So, then, there is no Christ for mankind 
as such ; no Savior to be preached to mankind as 
such ; no heavenly Father's love to mankind as 
such. All is for the elect part, whom you call 
^' the church." The rest are sent here just to be 
company for the elect for a brief season, and to 
go back into the fallen angelic state again, the 
more miserable for the endearments formed and 
broken here. As God has no plan of salvation 
but by the exercise of his sovereign power, if he 
had desired the salvation of all, he could just as 
easily have effected it by his sovereign grace, as 
he does that of the few. Consequently he has 
provided no way of salvation for the mass of man- 
kind, or for mankind as a race, and all preaching 
of divine love and grace to promiscuous assem- 
bUes is solemn mockery. 

Where now, dear Sir, is your moral argument ? 
Where is your recognized obligation of the in- 
finite Creator so to direct his great powers, and 
his example, as most certainly to promote the 
eternal good of his dependent creatures, and to 
be earnestly and benevolently engaged for their sal- 
vation whe,n they are ruined by their oivn fault ? 
You have lost sight of it : and your warm expan- 
sive soul is being congealed again by a fresh con- 
tact with the' frigid elements of the old theology. In 
your effort to s<eel your heart against the pleadings 
of benevolence and love for brothers and sisters of 
♦he human race, you promise yourself perfect 
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satisfaction with the sight of their endless suffer- 
ings, from the consideration that they were sin- 
ners against God, and their sins, if clothed with 
sufficient power, would ruin the universe. You 
say, " Conflict of Ages," p. 137, " A profound 
" Christian experience, moreover, reveals the fact 
" that the radical character of all men is selfishness, 
" as opposed to the law of love ; and that this tends 
" to cruelty, and is the great source of the cruelty 
" that fills this earth. The great design of the gospel 
" is by regeneration to remove this root of cruelty 
" and misery. But if it is not removed in this world,'^ 
and you hold that it is not the design of the gos- 
pel that it should be from the mass of man- 
kind, " but is left for ever to increase in strength, 
" and to disclose its natural results, it will encoun- 
" ter God, be exposed and justly abhorred, and 
"thus be rendered unutterably miserable; and 
"yet by a kind of misery which is in itS nature 
" so malignant that it will expel all sympathy, and 
" array against itself the re-action of benevolent 
" justice." 

Dear Doctor, where are you now ? Lost^ to aU 
love for sinners ; lost to all fellow feeUng, to all 
sympathy for your suffering brother, because he is 
a sinner ! You can now contemplate, with the 
serenest pleasure, having no troublesome sym- 
pathy left to be moved by the view, even the 
endless ravings and agonies of your brother, 
because you have found out that his state of 
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in prayer even for his murderers, "Father, for- 
give THEM." No, no. His change is from the 
baptism of another spirit, the spirit of the old 
creei, the crowning glory of which is the doctrine 
of endless torments. And this turns out to be our 
author's promised harmonization ; not a harmoni- 
zation of the theology with that law of honor and 
right in God, which obligates him "so to exert his 
" infinite powers as shall most entirely tend to his 
" creatures' eternal good," but the harmonization 
of the soul's sympathies with the doctrine of end- 
less torments. 

Your error lies in your hope to gain the needed 
relief from a re-adjustment of the old enormities. 
As we have shown before, you may re-adjust by 
any rule of permutation, and you will find falsehood 
to be falsehood still, and cruelty to be cruelty still. 
You may busy yourself at transposing false doc- 
trines till the end of your days, and you will never 
make one truth of them thus. Your mistake lies, 
as we have shown you, in retaining the doctrine 
of endless misery as a determined result, and then 
laboring to "adjust" to it such other parts as to 
make a system embracing it. The only way to a 
true "reconciliation," is to come back to the foun- 
dation, which is Christ Jesus, and build de novo^ 
with "gold and silver, and precious stones," and 
not with a re-adjustment of the "hay, wood, and 
stubble." Let these things be burned up. Your 
great moral argument has borrowed fire firom the 
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But we have looked for your opposing/ocfe, and 
find them not. And we have looked for your as- 
sumed opposition of the Bible^ and find it not. It 
is not there. The doctrine of a wise and benevo- 
lent government of God over all, and of a just 
retributive judgment as a co-operative department 
of that government, is in the Bible ; and the doc- 
trine of ultimate universal reconciliation to God as 
the consummated purpose of the Savior's mission, 
is also there, gloriously and conspicuously there. 
These things we have shown from the Book of 
books itself ; and as it beautifully seconds and con- 
firms your moral argument, and removes all con- 
flict of moral sentiments and doctrines of faith, 
why not receive and propagate it ? 

Will you say that we assume too much in our 
statement in regard to the Bible testimony ? Then 
be so good as to expose our error, by a course of 
Scripture exposition as thorough and ingenuous as 
that of Professor Stuart on Matt, xxiv, and on the 
Universal worship to be devoted to the Son of God. 

With regard to the question of moral influence, 
you certainly will fear no loss by the exchange of 
your theory for that of Universalism. Your theo- 
ry, addressed without disguise to the mass of 
mankind, will teach them to regard themselves as 
devils incarnate, with no nature susceptible of good 
training from moral culture. You say, on the 
education of children, p. 545, " By the very sup- 
*^ position, the thing to be done is not to develop 
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" the good tendencies of a new created mind in 
" its normal state, but to eradicate the evil tenden- 
" cies of a sinful mind in a fallen state, and to new- 
" create it in holiness." Here, then, is no place 
for the sentiment of Scripture, " Train up a child in 
" the way he should go, and when he is old he will 
** not depart from it." There is nothing to culti- 
vate for good until after regeneration, and that is 
a?i act of divine sovereignty. You may as well 
attempt, by pruning and manuring, to make a 
thorn bush bring forth grapes, as by education to 
train up a child in the way he should go. His soul 
is a devil, and has no soD, root or germ in it, for 
the bringing out of any thing good by culture. 
And, as your system makes the chief object of 
virtue here, not virtue's real good, but the acqui- 
sition of a reward in eternity, the child cannot be 
assured that he is one of "the church" to be 
redeemed, nor can he see any motive to a good 
life if he is not. Indeed, as to its moral influence, 
your theory differs npt essentially from the old 
Calvinistic theory of total innate depravity. 

But the theory which we have presented, and 
which we think has been shown to .be the Bible 
theory, gives you children to educate, and moral 
natures to cultivate. It finds in man a good moral 
nature, and good affections to be brought out and 
set at work in the noble purposes of life, by good 
culture and discipline. And as the moral nature 
is liable to be degraded and corrupted by theinflu- 
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ences of appetites and passions of the animal na- 
ture, they are given to see the occasion for contin- 
ual watchfulness, discipline, warfare and victory. 
And it^ doctrine of reward and punishment comes 
home to men's common and every-day motives of 
action. Men are every day moved to do and 
to labor, for what they think will promote their 
enjoyment. And here they are taught that what- 
ever their labors may be, no true enjoyment can 
be found but in obedience to the laws of right ; 
that the laws of God are the laws of a wise and 
good Father, the rules of physical and moral 
health and happiness ; and that sin against these 
laws is the shame of man, the curse of human 
life. " In keeping of them is great reward," — 
and " Though hand join in hand the wicked shall 
** not be unpunished." 

Then the ministry of the new covenant comes 
in, with its gift of life and immortality, not accord- 
ing to our works, but according to the purpose and 
grace of God given us in Christ Jesus before the 
world began, and brought to hght through the gos- 
pel ; (2 Tim. i : 9, 10,) and the faith of this gos- 
pel exerts a new regenerating force, and elevates 
the mind and affections to God and heaven. 

Here, my dear Sir, we have a beautiful, a har- 
mouious system of faith and practice. So much 
of it as belongs to the present sphere is seen ^o he^ 
whenever you open your eyes upon the world of 
fects. And the whole course of the Bible treat- 
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Tnent of munkind is founded upon thia view of 
human nature aud destiny. Mankind are every 
where Ircated as reasonable beiiig??, ond as hav- 
ing a moral nature susceptible of good iinpre^ 
slons, and capable of good and noble attain- 
ments» Thpy are treated a? having a moral 
nature whi«ih will love and welcome goodness and 
truth when it is fairly presenled to the under- 
standing* Hence St* Paul speak of their ^* beiog 
" alienated from the life of God through the igno- 
" ranee that is in them." And Jesus stays of his 
Jewis^h enemies J that their eyei^ and eara >vere 
clo&edj *Mest they should see with their eyes, and 
" hear with their ears, and understand with theit 
" heart^j and be converted and healed." It is, 
therefore, l>ul a true version of this Bible senti- 
ment given by the poet, — 

'* Ifall the world my Sfivfior knpw, 
Then all the world would lovt? him too*" 

UNIVEUSALISM, then, is the true system of 
RECONCILIATION, It is the high way of the 
Lord, where every mountain is brought low, and 
every valley is exalted ; and the crooked made 
straight, and the rough places made smooth ; and 
the wayfari[ig man, though simple, may not err 
therein. It spreads out before you, as a field of 
labor, the world of facts as they are ; and it seta 
you at work with a clear view of the affinity 
l^ctweeu your Christian labors and the effects you 
aim at. It presents you with a system of the 
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creation, and providence, and purpose, and gov- 
ernment, and judgment of God, the Father of all, 
harmonious with the principles of honor and right 
in the Creator, and with the judgment of these 
principles in the human soul. It creates a faith 
and inspires a hope, which clearly see in prospect 
that harmonization of all created spirits with the 
Eternal, from which shall flow forth the melodious 
voice of praise from the universal whole, " we thank 
" theCj andadorethee, Lord God almighty , that thou 
" hast so exerted, and doest, and wilt, so exert thine 
" infinite powers, and so order thine infinite examplb, 
" as shall most entirely tend to our eternal good,.'*'* 
AMEN. 
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